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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
AGENDA 
PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 
THURSDAY, JANUARY 20, 1983 AT 9:30 Aw. 
COMMITTEE ROOM ‘A: 
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Appointment of a Chairman and Vice-Chairman 
Appointment of Representatives to the 
Sub-Committee Handling the Naming of the 
Streets in the City Centre Core 

Master Drainage Plan for Loyalist Creek 
1983 to 1987 Capital Works Budget 


Summary of Capital Works Budgets for the 
Years 1978 to 1982 


Computerized Traffic Signals 
Summary of Unfinished Business 
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CITY OF MISSISSAUGA | " 
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE THURSDAY, JANUARY 20, 1983 | tJ 
COMMITTEE ROOM 'A'AT 9:30 A.M. | 


AGENODA 


MATTERS FOR CONSIDERATION: 


a ee Be 


= Appointment of a Chairman and Vice-Chairman to serve on the 
Public Works Committee for the year 1983. Section 68a of 
Procedural By-law 236-78 reads as follows: : 


; 
tke oe ee ee Ane eee Ree ee ee ee ee ee 


"At the first regular meeting of each Standing Committee, a { i} 
Chairman and a Vice-Chairman shall be elected by a majority ) | 


of the members; Citizen members shall not be appointed as 
Chairman of any Standing Committee, with the exception of | 
the Local Architectural Conservation Advisory Committee. | 
File: A.03.04.06 Ho] | 


= on | | 
| | DIRECTION REQUIRED | | 
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2. The Public Works Committee, at its meeting on December 16, A 
1982, considered a report November 19, 1982 from the | 
Commissioner of Engineering and Works regarding the naming 
4 streets within the Mississauga City Centre Secondary 

an. 


Council, at its meeting on January 10, 1983, adopted the 
following recommendation, as amended by General Committee 
at its meeting on January 5, 1982: 


(a) That the streets contained within the Mississauga 
City Secondary Plan, as outlined in Sketch 'A' 
attached to a report dated November 19, 1982 from the 


ee 


— — ~—“~. 


Commissioner of Engineering and Works, numbered 
Streets 1 to 9, be named as follows, with the 
exception of Street 3 (Elora Drive): | 


oe. ee 


Street 1 
Street 
Street 
Street 
Street 
Street 
Street 
Street 


Rathburn Road West 
Confederation Parkway 

Webb Drive 

Yarmouth Drive 

City Centre Drive 

City Centre Drive (existing) 
City Centre Drive 

Robert Speck Parkway West 


WO@n AUS 
a ja oe ae ee ee fa 
ee oe 


: = oe ~ pl ~~" a Leah . . “ oF = wai. : on t ws - « 4 — = 
wre = 0 eae i | Rs 








08 RR RE ER rH ee Fm yee —— 


Te gee ee or 


ee eee 


— 
> Po Ps” 
ef 


-2- January 20, 1983 
| si ITEM 2 CONTINUED... ; | 


(b) That a Sub-Committee of the Public Works Committee be 
appointed composed of 2 Council representatives on 
the Public Works Committee, 1 citizen representative 
on the Public Works Committee, a representative from 
the Planning Department and Mr. Patrick Davies, 
Drafting Supervisor, Engineering and Works | 
Department, to make recommendations to the Public 
Works Committee on the naming of the streets | . 
contained within the Mississauga City Secondary Plan { 


: 


= 
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as outlined in Sketch 'B' attached to the ~eport : 
dated November 19, 1982 from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works, and numbered Streets 10 to 18 | 
inclusive. ; 


(c) That the Sub-Committee mentioned in Part (b) above | 
consider the naming of Street 3 in the Mississauga | 
City Secondary Plan as outlined in Sketch ‘A’ 
attached to the report dated November 19, 1982, from 
the Commissioner of Engineertng and Works. 


At this time, the Committee will consider the appointments 
of representatives to the Sub-Committee handling the naming 
of streets in the City Centre Core. 


File: F.02.07 
DIRECTION REQUIRED 


Memorandum dated January 3, 1983 from Councillor D. Culham 
in which he suggests that the Credit Valley Conservation 
Authority and the staff of the Engineering and Works 
Department report to Public Works Committee on the Loyalist 
Creek Flood Water Analysis as quickly as possible. 


Attached in this regard is a report dated December 30, 
1982, from the Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
outlining a Master Drainage Plan for the Loyalist Creek, 
which is currently experiencing flooding and erosion 


drainage area under existing development conditions, under 
ultimate development conditions, the Sheridan Creek 
Diversion, and finally, the effects of the Highway 403/407 
interchange proposed by the Ministry of Transportation and 
Communications on the Loyalist Creek Watershed. 
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problems. ) 

In his report, Mr. Taylor deals with the Loyalist Creek ns 
: 
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ITEM 3 CONTINUED... | : 


Mr. Taylor recommends: 


er ee ° 7 


(a) That the future diversion of storm drainage from the 
proposed M.T.C. Highway 403/407 interchange in the 
Loyalist Creek watershed including upstream lands 
totalling some 300 acres into the Glen Erin Brook 
storm sewer system be approved in principle, and the 
M.T.C. be so advised subject to: 


. 
| 


(i) satisfactory implementation procedures being 
developed by the M.T.C. to limit flows into the 
Glen Erin Brook storm trunk sewer to levels 


| 

; 

| -3- January 20, 1983 
H 

4 

| 

) 


) acceptable to the Commissioner of Engineering : . 
and Works and the Credit Valley Conservation ' : 
Authority. 


(ii) The M.T.C. entering into an agreement with the 
City of Mississauga for the construction and 
maintenance of the Highway 403/407 storm 
diversion sewer at the M.T.C. cost including 
interchange detention ponds, and further, to 
maintain storm water discharges into the Glen 
Erin Brook storm sewer to levels as contained 
in the agreement. 
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(b) That lands lying in the Sheridan Creek watershed 
north of Dundas Street and comprising of 
approximately 150 acres be diverted into the Loyalist 
Creek subject to C.V.C.A. approval with the exception 
of approximately 20 acres of land lying in the 
north-west corner of Dundas Street and Winston 
Churchill Boulevard which cannot be physically | | 
diverted due to adverse grade conditions and must 
therefore continue to drain to the Sheridan Creek. | 


(c) That the Town of Oakville be advised that storm 
drainage flows from future development comprising of 
approximately 20 acres in the Sheridan Creek 
watershed and located at the south-west corner of 
Dundas Street and Winston Churchill Boulevard cannot "| 
be accommodated in the existing City of Mississauga Ht 
storm sewer located at Hornsgate Drive and therefore, 
an alternate storm outlet arrangement must be made by | 
the Town of Oakville. Hn | . 


(d) That the application of storm water management 
techniques, in areas of the Western Business Park and é 
West Erin Mills Districts draining to the Loyalist , 
Creek, to attenuate post development drainage flows 
to pre-development levels for storm frequencies up to 
the 100 year level be encouraged and approved in ae 
principle subject to: ae 
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-4- January 20, 1983 


ITEM 3 CONTINUED... 


(e) 


(ft) 


(g) 


File: 


File: 


(i) implementation procedures being developed, 
satisfactory to the Commissioner of Engineering 
and Works, by the developers prior to 
registration of plans of subdivision and, 


(ii) further that all developers be required to pay 
the normal John Doe major watercourse 
improvement levy for all development draining 
into the Loyalist Creek. 


(iii) In addition, that the conditions contained in 
this item apply to the lands referred to in 
item (b) above. 


That the Region of Peel be requested to replace the 
Queensway West culvert on the Loyalist Creek in 1984 
and the Erin Mills Parkway culvert in 1985 including 
related channel works to provide regional storm 
protection from flood spills to adjacent areas. 


That the City of Mississauga Engineering and Works 
Department, together with the C.V.C.A., undertake the 
berming works on the Loyalist Creek north of Dundas 
Street to provide regional storm protection from 
flood spills. 


That the City of Mississauga Engineering and Works 
Department, together with the C.V.C.A. undertake an 
on-going monitoring and erosion control programme on 
the Loyalist Creek from Dundas Street southerly to 
the Credit River to control existing and future bank 
erosion and carry out downstream improvements 
required to prevent flooding. 


J.05.01 


RECOMMEND ADOPTION 


Review and discussion of the Capital Works Budget from 1983 
to 1987. 


J.05.01 


RECOMMEND RECEIPT 
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1983 


for the years 1978 to 1982 


Ss Summary will be 


January 20, 
of the Committee at the meeting. 


The Commissioner of 
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Budgets 
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Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public Works 


Committee as of January 20, 1983. 


on this tender if a written report is not available. 
File: 


File: J.05.82043 


Computerized Traffic Si 
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To C. Dodds Yu ad From_ David J. Culham 
) REGISTRY No, 107 
| | Dept Clerks Dept.___ Councillor ward 6 
MI 20- snineuaees tania aealacaanaaemaienaal 
, 
| | | FILE No. 0S Oo} 

P. W. DATE , 


| ) | January 3, 1983 | CLERK'S DEFARTMENT 


———— 


eel 


Re: Loyalist Creek Flood Control Studies 


I request you as secretary to the Public Works Committee to place this matter & 
before the Public Works Committee as early as possible. i | 


ee Sete oe 


released in early 1981, hydrological studies were required to determine the 
impact of such development downstream on the Loyalist Creek and to determine 
the methods of flood control. My requested review of such studies since early 
1982 has been held up because of the complexity of the staff and consultant's 
tasks. Loyalist Creek, however, is not just a Ward 6 concern or issue, as it 
has its water source and its biggest impact on flooding commencing in Ward 8. 


| | When the industrial land west of Winston Churchill, north of Dundas, was | 
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People in Sheridan Homelands have continued to inquire about the studies because 
of their concerns for erosion. Residents in Sherwood Forest area have made 
inquiries because of their concern for flood provisions beneath the Sheridan 
Mall expansion and in the area of Hammond Road. Involved as well is the re-routing 
in construction of the Queensway/Fowler Drive. Also, land owners abutting 
Hammond Road are concerned for the requirements of the flood control measures 
for their plans of subdivision between Hammond and Erin Mills Parkway. C.V.C.A. 
and City staff continue to call for further study. Since large land holdings 
are involved upstream in Ward 8 and presumably the responsibility for the 
hydrological studies rests with them, the provision on the infilling on Hammond 
Road for additional studies is suspect. 
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I request C.V.C.A. and Engineering staff report to Public Works Committee on 
the Loyalist Creek Flood water analysis as quickly as possible. 


enact 


David J. Culham 
Councillor Ward 6 


DJC:kd 


cc: Mayor H. McCallion 
Councillor S. Mahoney 
W. P. Taylor 

G. Schnarr 
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December 30, 1982. 
, SUBLECT: Loyalist Creek - Master Drainage Plan. 
SOURCE : Engineering and Works Department. 

COMMENTS: Introduction 


A number of studies have been carried out by the 
Engineering and Works Department and proposals have been 
. received to flooding and erosion problems on the | 
) Loyalist Creek as well as on methods of reducing same while 
| allowing upstream development to proceed west of Winston } 
Churchill Blvd. 


The Engineering Dept. has reviewed the existing flooding 

and erosion problems, as well as alternate storm drainage 
solutions, and proposes the following master drainage plan . 
to allow phased development to proceed west of Winston | | 
Churchill Blvd. , 


Existing Development Conditions 


The Loyalist Creek drainage area comprises of 2,015 acres | 
of land draining to the Credit River as shown in Figure 1 
- Approximately 47% of these lands are now 
developed downstream of Winston Churchill Blvd. with the 
remainder, predominantly in an undeveloped state, contained 
in the Western Business Park and West Erin Mills Districts. 


Under existing conditions, the Loyalist Creek spills under 

Regional storm conditions at a number of locations due to |! 
channel constrictions created by undersized culverts. *. 
Erosion is also on-going as a result of creek meanders and | 
steep gradients along the Creek. | 
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ecekoee December 30, 1982. 


Mayor and Members 
of Public Works Committee 


COMMENTS: (cont'd. ) 


To eliminate potential Regional storm flood spills under 
existing development conditions, the following works are 
saaiied: 
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1. Diversion of excess flows on the north branch of the e 
Loyalist Creek immediately west of Winston Churchill 
Blvd. to the south branch. . 


2. Minor berming to eliminate potential Regional storm | 
flood spills immediately north of Dundas St. ! 


3. Replacement and enlargement of the Erin Mills Parkway | | 
culvert. 
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4. Replacement and enlargement of the Queensway West 
culvert. 


5. Replacement and enlargement of the Sheridan Mall 
Entrance culvert at the Queensway. 


and the Sheridan Mall culvert entrance is to be carried out 
in conjunction with development proposals. 


: 
The elimination of flood spills at Winston Churchill Blvd. 
Minor berming work at Dundas St. is proposed as a C.V.C.A. 
and City project. The Erin Mills Parkway and y 
West culvert crossings are under the jurisdiction of the 
Region of Peel and an indication of the extent of their 
participation for replacement of same is required. Items 
2, 3 and 4 are presently included in the Five Year Budget | 
until the extent of financial participation by the various . 
parties is resolved. 
In addition to the foregoing Loyalist Creek improvement 
works, extensive bank erosion is occurring downstream of 
Dundas St. and the extent of improvement works required to ; | °. 
stabilize the creek bank without unduly detracting from the ; | ' 
natural setting is presently under review by the City and 
the C.V.C.A, 

' 

) 


Completion of all the above works will provide regional | 
flood protection and erosion control to the Loyalist Creek 
under existing development conditions. 
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_ December 30, 1982. | 


Mayor and Members 
of Public Works Committee 


_ oe ee oe 
--  —— « 


COMENTS : (cont'd. ) 


It is therefore recommended that the C.V.C.A. be requested oa 
to undertake berming works on the Loyalist Creek north of 
Dundas St. to eliminate regional flood spills and to carry 
out an on-going monitoring and erosion control programme on | 
the Loyalist Creek from Dundas St. southerly to contain 


: 
: 
. : 
) existing and future bank erosion as may develop. | 2 
It is also recommended that the Region of Peel be requested a 
to replace the Queensway West culvert at the Loyalist Creek i . 
in 1984 and the Erin Mills Parkway culvert in 1985 
: 
: 
: 
: 
; 


including related channel works necessary to eliminate | 
potential regional storm flood spills in the area. 


Ultimate Conditions - ist Creek 


The City is presently processing development plans for the 
Western Business Park. The completion of development in 
the Loyalist Creek watershed would further increase the 
peak storm flows for more frequent storm events on the 
Loyalist Creek downstream of Dundas St. and require, in 
addition to creek improvements mentioned previously in this 
report, the replacement of two culverts on the Thorne Lodge | 
Dr. and one at the Fifth Line crossing of the Loyalist weed 
Creek and may, in addition, require more frequent and 
extensive erosion control works than presently envisaged. 


The Secondary Plan for the Western Business Park has 
stipulated that storm water detention principles be applied 
to attenuate peak post-development flows to pre-development 
flows for a minimum 2 year storm return frequency in order 
that downstream erosion due to development will not be 
accelerated. 
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Further to the foregoing requirement, the principle 
developer, Cadillac Fairview, proposes to attenuate 
post-development flows to pre-development levels for up to 
the 100 year storm event. This level of peak flow 
reduction is intended to eliminate the need for replacing 
the two Thorne Lodge Dr. and Fifth Line Culverts and also 
to reduce the rate of erosion. 
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Mayor and Members 


J. 


December 30, 1982. 


of Public Works Committee 


COMENTS : 


(cont'd. ) 


Flow reductions of the magnitude required for up to a 100 
year storm event would be achieved through a system of dry 
ponds located in parks and open space areas and on private 
lands in the principle form of roof top detention in 
industrial/commercial areas. 


The Engineering and Works Department has reviewed this 
proposal and recommends that the application of storm water 
management techniques in the form of on-site detention on 
private lands (principally roof top detention in 
industrial/commercial areas) , including on/off line 


on ’ 
satisfactory to the Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
by the developers prior to registration of plans of 
subdivision. That further, the normal per hectare levy for 
storm drainage improvements for all development draining 
into the Loyalist Creek be used to finance the downstream 
drainage improvements as outlined in this report . 


Sheridan Creek Diversion 


Approximately 150 acres of land in the Western Business 
Park, north of Dundas St. and shown as Areas A, B and C on 
Figure 1 presently drain to existing storm sewers at 
Hornsgate Dr. and Homelands Dr. outletting to the Sheridan 
Creek. This storm sewer system was not originally designed 
to accommodate full development of all lands west of 
Winston Churchill Blvd. 





The Town of Oakville is presently conducting a drainage 
study in consultation with the City and the C.V.C.A. on how 
to allow development to proceed in the south-east area of 
Oakville with the recognition of the City's concern over 
the limited downstream drainage capacity of the City's 
storm sewer system leading to and including the Sheridan 


In view of the storm drainage Capacity limitations on the 
Sheridan Creek, it is proposed that 150 acres of the 
Sheridan Creek lying totally within Mississauga (Area A, 
Figure 1) be diverted north of Dundas St. into the Loyalist 
Creek with the exception of approximately 20 acres of land 
located in the immediate north-west quadrant of Dundas St. 
and Winston Churchill Blvd. and shown as Area B on Figure 1. 
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cvedees December 30, 1982. 


of Public Works Committee 
COMENTS : (cont'd. ) 


Mayor and Members | 


These lands which are lower in grade than the Loyalist 

Creek cannot be physically diverted without extensive 

filling and therefore should continue to drain into the 

Sheridan Creek. In addition, full development of these 

lands will preclude any development of approximately 20 | 

acres of land in Oakville and shown as Area C on Figure 1 4 
from draining into the same storm sewer outlet on Hornsgate 

Dr. in Mississauga and therefore, the Town of Oakville must 

be advised to make an alternate arrangement for another 

outlet for any future development of these lands. 


All lands north of Dundas St. in the Sheridan Creek that 
are to be diverted into the Loyalist Creek must also 
attenuate post-development flows to pre-development levels 
re ig of Dundas St. as proposed for the Loyalist Creek 
watershed. 


The Engineering and Works Department recommends that the 
lands in the Sheridan Creek comprising of 150 acres north 
of Dundas St. as contained within the Western Business Park 
District with the exception of those lands which cannot be 
physically diverted to the Loyalist Creek be diverted into 
the poe Creek subject to the approval of the C.V.C.A. 
and that the developer be required to apply storm water 
run-off flow attenuation measures to the same levels as 
required for the Loyalist Creek. 


It is also recommended that the Town of Oakville be advised 
that the future development of approximately 20 acres of 
land lying in the south-west corner of Dundas St. and 
Winston Churchill Blvd. cannot be accommodated in the 
existing Mississauga storm drainage system due to a lack of 
storm drainage capacity and therefore, an alternate storm 
outlet arrangement must be made by the Town of Oakville. 


M.T.C. Proposed 403/407 Interchange 


The M.T.C. is planning the construction of the Hwy. 403/407 ' 
interchange located at Ninth Line Road and Hwy. 403. A 

review was conducted by the M.T.C. and City of the drainage 
alternatives for this interchange including some 300 acres ‘ 
of upstream lands in the Loyalist Creek Watershed dr vr. 
through the proposed interchange and are designated as Area 

D on Figure l. 
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eewens December 30, 1982. 


Mayor and Members 
of Public Works Committee 


COMENTS : (cont 'd.) 


Two alternative drainage systems capable of accommodat ing 
the proposed interchange drainage and the undeveloped lands 
upstream were reviewed. Both alternatives employ dry 
detention ponds in the interchange area to attenuate peak 
flows for up to the 100 year storm event with the piped 
system outletting to the Loyalist Creek or alternatively 
diverted easterly along Hwy. 403 to the existing Glen Erin 
Brook storm trunk sewer located at Winston Churchill Blvd. 
and Hwy. 403 as shown on Figure 1. 


The diversion of the proposed Hwy. 403/407 interchange and 
upstream lands into the Glen Erin Brook storm trunk sewer 
system is favoured by both the M.T.C. and the Engineering 
Department as there is sewer Capacity available in excess 
of full development requirements on the Glen Erin Brook 
storm trunk system and since the diversion would reduce 
storm water run-off impacts on downstream areas of the 
Loyalist Creek. 


The Engineering Dept. therefore recommends that the 
diversion of the storm drainage from the proposed Hwy. 
403/407 interchange including upstream lands totalling some 
300 acres into the Glen Erin Brook storm sewer system be 
approved in principle subject to satisfactory implemention 
procedures being by the M.T.C. to limit flows 
into the Glen Erin Brook storm trunk sewer to levels 
acceptable to the Commissioner of Engineering and Works and 
the C.V.C.A. 


It is also recommended that the M.T.C. enter into an 
agreement with the City to construct and maintain the storm 
diversion sewer including interchange detention ponds, all 
at M.T.C. cost and further to maintain storm water 
discharges to the Glen Erin Brook to levels as contained in 
the agreement. 


RECOMMENDATIONS: 


1. That the future diversion of storm drainage from the 
proposed M.T.C. Hwy. 403/407 interchange in the 
Loyalist Creek watershed including upstream lands 
totalling some 300 acres into the Glen Erin Brook storm 
sewer system be approved in principle, and the M.T.C. 
be so advised subject to: 
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December 30, 1982. 


yor Member 
of Public works Committee 
(cont 'd.) 


RECOMMENDATIONS: 


a) 


b) 


satisfactory implementation procedures being developed 
by the M.T.C. to limit flows into the Glen Erin Brook 
storm trunk sewer to levels acceptable to the 
Commissioner of Engineering and Works and the C.V.C.A. 


The M.T.C. entering into an agreement with the City of 
Mississauga for the construction and maintenance of the 
Hwy. 403/407 storm diversion sewer at M.T.C. cost 
including interchange detention ponds, and further, to 
maintain storm water discharges into the Glen Erin 
Brook storm sewer to levels as contained in the 


agreement . 


That lands lying in the Sheridan Creek watershed north 
of Dundas St. and comprising of tely 150 acres 
be diverted into the Loyalist Creek subject to C.V.C.A. 
1 with the exception of approximately 20 acres 
of land lying in the north-west corner of Dundas St. 
and Winston Churchill Blvd. which cannot be physically 
diverted due to adverse grade conditions and must 
therefore continue to drain to the Sheridan Creek. 


That the Town of Oakville be advised that storm 
drainage flows from future development comprising of 
ximately 20 acres in the Sheridan Creek watershed 
and located at the south-west corner of Dundas St. and 
Winston Churchill Blvd. cannot be accommodated in the 
existing City of Mississauga storm sewer located at 
Hornsgate Dr. and therefore, an alternate storm outlet 
arrangement must be made by the Town of Oakville. 


That the application of storm water management 
techniques, in areas of the Western Business Park and 
West Erin Mills Districts draining to the Loyalist 
Creek, to attenuate post development drainage flows to 
pre-development levels for storm frequencies upto the 
100 year level be encouraged and approved in principle 
subject to: 


a) implementation procedures being developed, 
satisfactory to the Commissioner of Engineering & 
works, by the developers prior to registration of 
plans of subdivision and, 
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) 0+ +8... December 30, 1982. ’ 


Mayor and Members . 
of Public Works Committee 
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RECOMMENDATIONS: (cont'd.) 


o-oo 


b) further that all developers be required to pay the / 

normal John Doe major watercourse improvement levy . 
for all development draining into the Loyalist Creek. | ; 
item apply to the lands referred to in item 2. 


> 5. That the Region of Peel be requested to replace the 
Queensway West culvert on the Loyalist Creek in 1984 
and the Erin Mills Parkway culvert in 1985 including 
related channel works to provide regional storm 
protection from flood spills to adjacent areas. 


6. That the City of Mississauga Engineering and Works | 
Dept. together with the C.V.C.A. undertake the berming | aged 
works on the Loyalist Creek north of Dundas St. to | 
provide regional storm protection from flood spills. 


7. That the City of Mississauga Engineering and Works 
Dept. together with the C.V.C.A. undertake an on-going 
monitoring and erosion control programme on the 
Loyalist Creek from Dundas St. southerly to the Credit | 
River to control existing and future bank erosion and oe 
ey nt downstream improvements required to prevent a4 
ng. | 


: 
c) In addition, that the conditions contained in this 17 
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1983 CAPLIAL BUDGE! supmaRy 





Nis Priority Description Gross Cost Subsidy Recovery Net City Previous 
Cost *oproval 


: 
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i. Tomken Road - Eglinton Avenue to 1010 450 19 Sal Note: $70,000 for street Licht 
Burnhamthorpe Road ee ee See ste 


2 Tomken Road -Hwy. 401 to Courtney 1900 800 
hose glides —_ 


3. Se ee eee aD te 
at Cockeville Couek (dsnien onty? 
4. _ Intersection Improvements 600 280 320 


(a) Tomken Road - Bloor Street . 
pe enc: le an Apter 4 
c) Confederation Pkwy - Street 
(d) Kennedy Road - Derry 4 


5. Eglinton Avenue - Mississauga Road §§ 500 200 ™=™ 
to Creditview Road - of ‘ 
grade separation & land acq. incl. | 
application to C.T.C. 


6. Confederation Parkway - Hillcrest 300 140 160 
fwenue to Fairview Road (Phase 11) 
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1983 CAPITAL BUDGET SUMMARY $ x 1000 
aR meee eee... 
Gross Cost Subsidy Recovery Net City Previous Additional COMENTS 
Cost Approval Approval * 
eR Sse nisSsni iit rsasiimisinsoasrepennnteesnsnsens ustedes san 
950 450 20 480 Developer Contribution 
160 “4 
104 126 . 
400 160 160 80 Developer Contribution ; 
Burnhamthorpe Road 4 
Wilcox Road - Rathburn Road to 589 2% 359" | 
Meadows Blvd.(incl. Storm Trunk) 
(b) Meadows Blvd. - Wilcox to Cawthra —s-_-145 65 A0* 







(c) Meadows Blvd. - Wilcox to 200m West 15 él 7a*ae* 








(d) Wilcox Rd. - Meadows Blvd. to Terminal 176 - 79 97" are 


6. Paisley Boulevard - Goodison Ave. 200 100 100 70 30 
to Antiqua Road. 
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Oescription Gross Cost Subsidy Recovery Net City Previous Additional COMMENTS 
Cost Approval Approval 















“STORM DRAINAGE™ 
1. Fix Creek storm trunk sewer 1400 1200 200 Developer 
from north Limit of Dostar to from Mathews & Rogers.” Project 
Burnhanthorpe Road. will not proceed until 
received from Developers. 
2. Mary Fix Creek Quivert at C.P.R. 500 500 Developer contribution by Domtar. 
3. Camilla Road culvert at Cooksville 260 269 To be undertaken in concert with 
Creek. Road programme. 
4. Relief storm sewer and oversizing 200 200 
5. feplewood Creek Improvement 100 100 Assi to Rec. & Parks 





(Lakeview Gf Course) Phase III 


6. Coo’ssville Creek-East Branch-Box Culvert 
from Rathburn Rd. to #403 640 640 


Be Loyalist Creek Improvements iy 350 







SUB-TOTAL - Storm Drainage 
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1983 CAPITAL BUDGET SUMMARY 
Gross Cost Subsidy Recovery Net City Previous Additional - 
Cost Approval Approval : 
Programme % 
500 375" 125 Special Agrement with M.T.C. - F 


75% Subsidy. *Separate Subsidy 
Account 
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95 50 *Separate Subsidy Account 


Leaks in roof are to 
affect structural ard is 
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, 1985 CAPTIAL BUDGET suMAMRY $ x 1000 | 
Ag Priority Description Gross Cost Subsidy Recovery Net City Previous Additional COMMENTS © 
Y Cost Approval Approval 4 
Wajor_ Roads : 
1. Ealinten fe. (Stage 1) between $1,200,000 - ¢.1.C. Gr. Sep. — 
Barbertown Ad. & Creditview Ad. Crossing Fund. This project wil) te : @ 
ich. Grome Stpeadkian ok C.P-2. 7000 2900" 1200 2900 undertaken over the 1985 & 1986 = 
construction seasons. *300N Gross 
with 1500 expected to be : 
carried over into 1986. ii 
2. Drew Rd. Structure over East Branch 400 200 200 & 
of Etobicoke Creek between Bramelea Rd. fu 
& Torbram Rd. a | 
3. Intersection Improvements 300 150 150 } 
1. Indian Ad. & Mississauga Rd. . 
2. Burnhemthorpe Rd. & Flamewood Or. > 
7" Tenth Line - Britannia Road to 5 
Derry Road 1900 850 1050 * 
5. Central Parkway - Hurontario St.  ~—- 
to Palgrave 500 220 780 
6. Acquisition of Right of ‘ 
for Matheson Blvd. ivce title 
" Rd. to Etobicoke Creek (Stage 111) 500 250 250 . 


(Airport South Industrial Perk) 
ee ee ee ee a ee 


SUB-TOTAL (MAJOR ROADS) 10600 4570 1200 4830 
nn enn 













1985 CAPITAL BUDGET SUMMARY $ x 1000 





Priority Qescription Gross Cost Subsidy Recovery Net City Previous Additional COMMENTS 
Cost Approval Approval 
SS err ssscaesnemmmeemdimiemsamutommmaiaataeiadubueiensesieensesmaumeaeeemnecaescataescessecsuccuusamesaussesasaaidiaacmasmaaiaaasassiaai aie 


Loca} Road 
1. Wrenwood Crescent - Darcel Avenue to 
bane senge 


200 250 
90 110 


2. Suburban Drive - Shady Lawn Court 
to Ellesboro Drive 














3. Rockhill] Road - Darcel Averwe to 
Brandon Gate (B & S) 200 110 

4. Bayswater Crescent 80 40 40 

5. Upgrading of Local Roads with 600 300 300 This programme is designed to 
asphalt provide a permanent asphalt 
A. Lushes Ave. - Southdown Rd. to Sheridan Creek surface where a ditched drainage 
B. Glen Rd. - Lorne Park Rd. to Southerly End system is satisfactory to the 
C. Indian Grove - South Sieriien My te eaten area residents. 
D. Kenollie Ave. - Stavebank Ad. & y End 


eee 


SUB-TOTAL (LOCAL ROADS) 1530 720 810 
a ee a 
SUB-TOTAL - ROADS 12130 5290 1200 5640 








— 


ee ee ee ee EE eS 





ee oe 


oa 
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Cost foproval Approval 


Gross Cost Subsidy $$ Recovery 
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Phase of the programme. 
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Gross Cost Subsidy Recovery Net City Previous Additional COMENTS 
Cost Approval Approval 
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STORM DRAINAGE / 
Ma jor Watercourse Improvement 1500 400 1100 Royal Windsor Storm Trunk from 
(Royal Windsor Drive Storm Trunk) Winston Churchill] Blvd. to 
Sheridan Creek 
Relief Storm Sewers & Oversizing 2700 200 
Cooksville Creek Phase Il 600 Twinning of Dundas St. Culvert ; 
(Phase Iv) 
ee a eee 
SUB-TOTAL STORM DRAINAGE 2300 400 1900 i: t 
ie 
“OTHER” a. 
Land Acquisition 600 300 300 J | 
Street lighting 00 300 4 
Traffic Signals 300 150" 150 "Separate Subsidy Account Si 
Sidewalks - i) Normal Programme 100 100 i 4 
ii) Major Roads 50 50 ce 
Parking Lot Acquisition 200 200 Cash in lieu of funds to provide =! 
some or all of City Funds. ae; § 


SUB-TOTAL - OTHER 1550 wo 11n0 
ee eee ae aaa 
Engineering - Totals 11230 4,425 6805 
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Creelman Road - Florian to Cliff Road 160 
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1987 CAPITAL BUDGET susewny $ * 1onn ; 
alli eee 
Gross Cost Subsidy § Recovery Net City Previous Addition=! CreeenTs 
Cost feprovel fpprovel 
Miscellaneous Storm Drainage & Oversizing 200 700 
Watercourse Improvements: 800 Ann 
1. C.N.R. Culvert Improvements at 
Cooksville Creek - Phase I and 
Dundas Street Berming 

eee eee 
SUB TOTAL STORM DRAINAGE 1000 1000 
eet err ec emanate emma eeaaaaE 
Other 
Land Acquisition 500 250 2750 
Sidewalks - i) Normal Programme _ 100 100 

ii) Major Roads 50 sO 
Traffic Signals 300 150° 100 "Separate Subsidy Allocation ®% 
Street Light ing 300 300 | 
Parking Lot Acquistion 200 200 Cash in lieu of furns to provide 

some oT 


all of City Funds. ¥ 


SUB TOTAL - OTHER 1450 


Engineering - TOTALS 
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PUE at SUMMARY OF UNFINISHED BUSINESS 128C/17C Page 1 
ETL "REPORT RE = WBE SOURCI NUE DF MO. © 
. REVISIONS 
| Sod Damage to Boulevards- Public Works - June 18/81 Mar. 18/83 9 
) Problem Areas, i.e. bus stops, 
School Routes, etc. 
. Wor “H-OTC ric 0 Ma: . Pe B 2 RucoE - 1982 Me . 8/83 
i.e. boulevard cutting, parks a 
or Necorative Street Lignts in Public Works - Feb. 18/82 7 0/8: 
Streetsville Business Improvement 
District - 1962 Review 
Wor sibility o Sonstruc’ 9 “rippled Public Works - May 20/8: March/ 8: 
pavement as a speed deterrent on 
ae at Mineola Rd. E. and Mineola 
") “ree Ma i ry nace - bya Ss ree A Memo date y = ar. 1/2 
the Mary Fix Creek from Councillor ” Culham 
Culham 
NO: ic a Missis é Road/Q. WwW. : er dé 2d Sep .28/€ an. 20/8 
ion of high occupancy traffic from Staff Insp. E. A. 
lanes for buses & vehicles carrying MacDonald ,Peel Regional 
4 or more persons Police ,Council - Oct.12/81 
92 : for DE ok-Up Bublic Works - Dec. 16/8: . 8: ‘ 
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| i é City of Mississauga ) | 
| FILES: 14 111 00001 : . 
| ll 141 00039 
) ‘ 
| . | William P. Taylor, P.Eng. 
| _— Dept,_! ineering and Works | 
| : aaa a) 10 02H) _ — | 
| : Lo703 o/ 
PW. DATE ite a3 | CLERK'S DEPARTMENT al 
| j January 19, 1983. | 
| SUB.ECT: Provision of central air conditioners in units located on | , | 
lots affected by arterial roadways, railways, or other ‘ : ; 
major noise sources. 
. ORIGIN: Engineering and Works Department. | 
COMMENTS: When the Planning Department reviews a draft plan and finds | 


to undertake a noise study to recommend noise contro] 
features to meet the noise level objectives of the City and 
the Ministry of the Environment to the satisfaction of the 
City and the Ministry. 


When the acoustical consultants prepare their 
recommendations, they quite often Suggest that a mechanical 
ventilation system or central air conditioning be required 
for units proposed for lots immediately adjacent to the 
major noise source since the interior noise levels would be 
acceptable only if the windows and doors on the concerned 
units are kept closed. 


While this requirement does deal with acoustical aspects, 
we find that developers, builders, and homeowners are 
objecting to the fact that central air conditi 

increases the initial cost of the house by $1,500.00 to 
Sahin increases the energy consumption and increases 


ree Ee _— > Wewnwty - 


Subdivision, Plan M-360, where the units are close to | 
Cawthra Road, and the Kenley Subdivision, Plan M-424, where | : 
the units abut Winston Churchill] Blvd. In each of these < 


at the outset but that the duct work of the unit should be 
sized to accommodate future installation and that warning 
Clauses be placed in both the purchase and sale agreements 
and on the title of the lands through the registration of 
the Financial Agreement. 
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soehiae January 19, 1983. 


Chairman and Members of 
Public Works Committee. 


COMMENTS : (cont 'd.) 


We are of the opinion that these suggestions should be 
endorsed and that the City should adopt a policy that 
central air conditioning should not be a requirement for 
future subdivisions immediately abutting noise sources as 
has been the case in numerous developments. With regard to 
current subdivisions wherein the Engineering or Servicing 

s have been executed, we suggest that the 
developer be permitted an option of either installing an 
air conditioning system if the prospective purchasers wish 
such an installation or that the developer be provided with ) 
a waiver agreement to be executed by the prospective 
purchaser and the City. This agreement should make ) 
provision for the registration of this document once the 1 
ownership of the concerned lot has been transferred to the | 
prospective purchaser. 


RECOMMENDATIONS: 1. That central air conditioning or mechanical ventilation 
systems not be required in the future Servicing }! 
Agreements for lots in plans abutting a major noise 
source. 


2. That in lieu of the provision of central air 
conditioning, the developer of plans immediately | 
abutting a major noise source, where no Servicing 
Agreement or Engineering Agreement has been executed, | 
be required to ensure: | 


(a) that the duct work in units to be located on lands | 
immediately abutting a major noise source be of a 
size capable of accommodating a future installation 
of a central air conditioner to the approval of the 
Commissioner of Building. | 


(b) that clauses satisfactory to the City Solicitor be | 
into the registered Financial | 
Agreement for the development which would advise 
owners that the interior noise levels may exceed 
City and Ministry of the Environment's guideline 
limits when either the windows or doors are open, 
and that the provision of central air conditioning 
or alternative is the sole responsibility of the 
owner, and that no demands are to be made of the 
City or Region for the provision of further noise 
attenuation works. 
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beudeone January 19, 1983. : . 


Chairman and Members of 
Public Works Committee. 
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RECOMENDATIONS:  (cont'd.) 


— <a 


eee 


2. (c) that clauses satisfactory to the City Solicitor be 
incorporated into the appropriate purchase and sale 
agreements with the prospective homeowners which 
would advise owners of the contents of the noise 
warning clauses in the Financial Agreement 
registere“ on the title of their lands. 


| 
' 
3. That in subdivisions where central air conditioning or | 
a mechanical ventilation system is required by an ) 
executed Servicing or Engineering , the ; 
general principle be adopted that a developer will be ) 
gern to a this requirement upon execution of 
a registerable Agreement between the prospective 
homeowner and the City wherein the homeowner | 
acknowledges that the interior noise levels may exceed 
City and Ministry of the Environment's guideline limits 
when either the windows or doors are open, that the 
provision of central air conditioning or alternative is 
the sole responsibility of the owner, and that no 
demands are to be made of the City or the Region for 
the provision of further noise attenuation works. This 
agreement is to be registered by the City at the cost 
of the developer once the title of the concerned lot 
has been transferred to the prospective homeowner. 


4. That the Region of Peel be advised of this policy. 


Well 


William P. Taylor, P. 
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— 7 ENGIRCERING WORKS & BLOG. BEPT. a 
Cadillac »” RECEIVED Fie = 
Fairview ais JAN 12 1983 | 
~ gees 
; January ll, 1983 iy hals | ) 
| | | 
| Mr. W.P. Taylor, P, Eng. ee | 
City of Mississauga so" 
| 1 City Centre Drive 
; Mississauga, Ont, 
| Dear Sir: 7 
| Re : Loyalist Creek 


Master Drainage Plan 


Thank you for the Opportunity to review the proposals | 
contained in your draft report re the Loyalist Creek 

Master Drainage Plan, as “discussed at our meeting with 

representatives of the MTC on January 7, 1983, 


We would confirm that we are in accordance with all of 

the technical aspects of the report. However, with | 
respect to the payment of the John Doe major watercourse | 
improvement levy, you will recall that this is not 

consistent with our existing Development Agreement 

with the City. We would expect to contribute to the 

costs of drainage works both within and downstream 

of our lands, in accordance with the terms of that 


agreement. We would be pleased to meet with you in 
this regard, 


As well, you will recall the letter from Proctor & 
Redfern Limited dated November 16, 1982, wherein it was 
indicated that we expect to be compensated by MTC for 
the use of excess capacity in the Glen Erin Brook 


System provided by The Cadillac Fairview Corporation | | | 
Limited, 


Yours truly, 


THE IE IEW CORPORATION LIMITED ! | 
- 
‘ ' 


Stephen M, Glogowski, P. Eng. 
Manager 


1 | 
Land Development | 


iy 
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cc: Mr. Nat Sen, P. Eng. ~- 
cc: Proctor & Redfern Limited 


The Cadillac Fairview Corporation Limited 
1200 Sheppard Ave. East, Willowdale (Toronto), Ontario M2K 2R8 (416) 494-7111 
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Dear Mr. Fraser: 


We have been requested by Council! to contact all Senior Public, Secondary 
and Separate schools in the City of Mississauga to see if any of their 
students would be willing to shovel snow for Senior Citizens and/or 
handicapped residents who might require assistance. 


A list of any students interested would be compiled and the existance 
of this list would be publicised. 


SE POL oe 


r 
ee 


As is policy, we are requesting your permission to distribute the 
accompanying letter to your school principals through your courier system. 


Ke MOEN 


* 
Fs 


Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 279-7600, 
ext. 557. 


Thank you for your time and co-operation. 


Yours truly, 


Jim Hoshko 
Co-ordinator, Public Relations 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
1 CITY CENTRE DRIVE, MISSISSAUGA, ONTARIO. L5B 1M2 
: TELEPHONE (416) 279-7600 
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January 19, 1983 


Mr. Brian — : 

Director of Education 

Dufferin-Peel Separate Schoo! Board 
100 Dundas Street West 

Mississauga, Ontario 

L5B 1H6 


Dear Mr. Fleming: 

ted by Council to contact all Senior Public, Secondary 
pati dbase aces thy: City of Mississauga to see if any of their 
students would be willing to shovel snow for Senior Citizens and/or 
handicapped residents who might require assistance. 


A list of any students interested would be compiled and the existance 
of this list would be publicised. 


. licy, we are requesting your permission to distribute the 

MS ee ees to your school principals through your courier system. 
Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 279-7600, 
ext. 557. 


Thank you for your time and co-operation. 


Yours truly, 


im Hoshko 
Co-ordinator, Public Relations 


THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
1 CITY CENTRE DRIVE. MISSISSAUGA, ONTARIO. L5B 1M2 
: TELEPHONE (416) 279-7600 


4 
» 
y > 
4 
, 
# 
- 
. 
a 
a 


‘e 
a 
a 


i s 
sy 


ash 


“ee 


~ 


al 
i * 
- A 
ea | Weir 


7 
A et od 
_." 


: 
2 _ \ 
awe. ee. we 
4 = 
cae fs 


AE DP ee ea ERR 


e anima »-: 





oe ee 
YY : z 


sitaichangabtenies biG aL etka iaaeatlee Oeil canriwitmemesaiiinaaiie 


_ OER RIN 


Cos Ra, 7 al 


7 be 


ee ne 


oe 


>> ONSEN Be 
- . ’ © 


a 


Bea CRD SEY et ae. 
mtn a a i r ie 


Twas Th 


January 19, 1983 


To: Principals of Senior Public, 
Secondary and Separate Schools 


Dear Principals: 


We have been requested by City Council to contact all Senior Public, 
Secondary and Separate Schools in the City to see if any of your students 
= be willing to shovel snow for Senior Citizens and/or handicapped 
residents. 


They would then make their own arrangements in terms of time, remuneration 


Appended is a form which should simplify the compiling of the list. 
Should you have any questions or comments, please feel free to contact 
me at 279-7600, (ext. S57. . 


Thank you for your time and consideration. 


Yours truly 


Sin Messi 


Jim Hoshko 
Co-ordinator, Public Relations 


THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 


1 CITY CENTRE DRIVE, MISSISSAUGA, ONTARIO. L5B 1M2 
. TELEPHONE (416) 279-7600 
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MISSISSAUGA ~- Approximately five years ago the 
a long term Streetlighting Upgrading 


to the programme. 
in built up areas where existing lighting was 


required by City standards. Secondly in order to up 
standards and decrease energy consumption the City's 6000 incandescent street~ 


To complete the 
up areas in the City 


To complete 
For 1983 $325, 


Since 1978, 1800 new streetlights 
ation of high pressure sodium lights, 
increased since that time. 


——— a oe 


news release 


issued through the 


information and public relations 


department 


CONTACT: ANGUS MCDONALD 
Engineering and Works 
279-7600, Ext. 341 


January 10, 1983 


STREETLIGHT UPGRADING PROGRAMME 
SAVES ENERGY | 


LLL 


City of Mississauga embarked on 
Programme. There are two main objectives 
the streetlighting on City streets " 
less than 50 per cent of that 
grade existing lighting 


The first is to improve 


laced with high pressure sodium lights. 


upgrading of streetlighting on major roads within the built 
will cost in the order of 2.5 million dollars. 


imately 1-5 million 


the retrofitting programme will cost approx 
programme. 


000 has been allocated for the Streetlights 


have been installed but due to the install- 
the City’s energy consumption has not 
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Files: 11 141 00039 
11 321 83001 











- Chairman and Members of 
eee. Public Works Committee 


Mr. William P. Taylor, Commissioner 
Engineering and Works 


| 
| 
| 
; 
: 
SL —- | 
CLERK'S DEPARTMENT | January 18, 1983 ; in 


SUBJECT: Capital Budget - 1978 to 1982 
| ORIGIN: Engineering and Works | | 
} - 
COMMENTS : Councillor Culham, Chairman of the Public Works Committee, | 


requested that we present the previous Five-Year Capital 
Budget broken down into certain categories showing the 
budgeted funds in each case. 


Attached, for the information of the Committee, is a table 
showing the budget allocations from 1978 to 1982 inclusive 
together with the average expenditure over a five-year period 
in each category. 


As Committee is aware, there are peaks and valleys in the 
Five-Year Budget resulting from extremely large jobs which 
have to be approved in one year, however, the expenditure 
may be made over a two or three year period. 


RECOMMENDATION: That the report dated January 18, 1983, with respect to the 
Capital Budget - 1978 to 1982, submitted by William P. Taylor, 
Commissioner of Engineering and Works, be received. 





AEM: dw William P. Taylor, PJeEng., 
Attach. Commissioner, 


c.c. Mr. E. M. Halliday 
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$ 7,158,000 


1,071,000 
2385 ,000 
600 
100 


a 


325 
$15,955,000 


a 


$11,253,000 
823 
1,058,000 
800 
100 
300 
$15 ,069 ,000 


$ 3,802,000 
$ 7,644,000 





$11,990,000 
$21,469,000 
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Chairman and Members 
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City of Mississauga 


MEMORANDUM rics: 14 111 0000) 
1) 141 00039 












TS 


January 19, 1983. 


Provision of central air conditioners in units located on 
lots affected by arterial roadways, railways, or other 
major noise sources. 


Engineering and Works Department. 


When the Planning Department reviews a draft plan and finds 
that all or a portion of the proposed development may be 
affected by a major noise source, the consolidated report 
requires that owner to engage the services of a consultant 
to undertake a noise study to recommend noise control 
features to meet the noise level objectives of the City and 
the Ministry of the Environment to the satisfaction of the 
City and the Ministry. 


When the acoustical consultants prepare their 
recommendations, they quite often suggest that a mechanical 
ventilation system or central air conditioning be required 
for units proposed for lots immediately adjacent to the 
major noise source since the interior noise levels would be 
acceptable only if the windows and doors on the concerned 
units are kept closed. 


While this requirement does deal with acoustical aspects, 
we find that developers, builders, and homeowners are 
objecting to the fact that central air conditioning 
increases the initial cost of the house by $1,500.00 to 
$1,800.00, increases the energy consumption and increases 
the assessment on the lands. Two examples of such areas 
where objections have been received are the Wimpey 
Subdivision, Plan M-360, where the units are close to 
Cawthra Road, and the Kenley Subdivision, Plan M-424, where 
the units abut Winston Churchill Blvd. In each of these 
cases, it has been suggested that no central air 
conditioning should be forced on the prospective purchasers 
at the outset but that the duct work of the unit should be 
sized to accommodate future installation and that warning 
clauses be placed in both the purchase and sale agreements 
and on the title of the lands through the registration of 
the Financial Agreement. 


coolece 


— William P. Taylor, P.Eng. 
Public Works Committee Dept. ineering and Works 
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January 19, 1983, 


Chairman and Members of 
Public Works Committee. 


(cont'd. ) 


We are of the opinion that these Suggestions should be 
endorsed and that the City should adopt a policy that 
central air conditioning should not be a requirement for 
future subdivisions immediately abutting noise sources as 
has been the case in numerous developments. With regard to 
current subdivisions wherein the Engineering or Servicing 
Agreements have been executed, we suggest that the 
developer be permitted an option of either installing an 
air conditioning system if the prospective purchasers wish 
such an installation or that the developer be provided with 
& waiver agreement to be executed by the prospective 
Purchaser and the City. This agreement should make 


1. That central air Conditioning or mechanical ventilation 
systems not be required in the future Servicing 


Agreements for lots in plans abutting a major noise 
source, 


2. That in lieu of the provision of central air 
conditioning, the developer of plans immediately 
abutting a major noise source, where no Servicing 


Agreement or Engineering Agreement has been executed, 
be required to ensure: 


(a) that the duct work in units to be located on lands 
immediately abutting a major noise source be of a 
size capable of accommodating a future installation 
of a central air conditioner to the approval of the 
Commissioner of Building. 


(b) that clauses Satisfactory to the City Solicitor be 
incorporated into the registered Financial 
Agreement for the development which would advise 
owners that the interior noise levels may exceed 
City and Ministry of the Environment's guideline 
limits when either the windows or doors are open, 
and that the provision of central air conditi 
or alternative is the sole responsibility of the 
Owner, and that no demands are to be made of the 


City or Region for the provision of further noise 
attenuation works. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS: 


Chairman and Members of 
Public Works Committee. 





(cont'd, ) 
2. (c) that c 
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° inet the Region of Peel be advised of this policy 
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City of Mississauga 
MEMORANDUM 1, <<. 





14 111 0000) 
ll 141 00039 


| | To Chairman and Members Seen William P, Taylor, P.Eng. 
| | | “Oem. Public Works Committee Deot. Engineering and Works 


| 
| 
| Sinica, 












SUBJECT: Provision of central air conditioners in units located on 


lots affected by arterial roadways, railways, or other 4 
major noise sources. 


ORIGIN: Engineering and Works Department. 
COMMENTS: When the Planning Department reviews a draft plan and finds 


that all or a portion of the proposed development may be | 
affected by a major noise source, the consolidated | 


penecteiunstinaiine — 
LES See a re areca 


requires that owner to engage the services of a consultant 
| to undertake a noise study to recommend noise contro] 
' | : features to meet the noise level objectives of the City and 
) | the Ministry of the Environment to the satisfaction of the 
| | City and the Ministry. 


| When the acoustical consultants prepare their 
recommendations, they quite often suggest that a mechanical 
ventilation system or central air conditioning be 
for units proposed for lots immediately adjacent to the 
major noise source since the interior noise levels would be 
acceptable only if the windows and doors on the concerned 
units are kept closed. 


| While this requirement does deal with acoustical aspects, 
we find that developers, builders, and homeowners are 
| objecting to the fact that central air conditioning 
increases the initial cost of the house by $1,500.00 to 
$1,800.00, increases the energy consumption and increases 
the assessment on the lands. ‘Two examples of such areas 
where objections have been received are the Wimpey 
Subdivision, Plan M-360, where the units are close to 
: Cawthra Road, and the Kenley Subdivision, Plan M-424, where i 
the units abut Winston Churchill Blvd. In each of these "| 
cases, it has been suggested that no central air 
conditioning should be forced on the prospective purchasers 
at the outset but that the duct work of the unit should be 
sized to accommodate future installation and that warning 
Clauses be placed in both the purchase and sale agreements 
and on the title of the lands through the registration of | 
the Financial Agreement. | 
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on ewes January 19, 1983. 


Chairman and Members of 
Public Works Committee. 


e COMMENTS: (cont 'd.) 


We are of the opinion that these suggestions should be 

endorsed and that the City should adopt a policy that 

central air conditioning should not be a requirement for 

future subdivisions immediately abutting noise sources as | 

has been the case in numerous developments. With regard to 4 +] 
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developer be permitted an option of either installing an 

| air conditioning system if the prospective purchasers wish 
) , such an installation or that the developer be provided with 
| a waiver agreement to be executed by the prospective 

| | purchaser and the City. This agreement should make 
provision for the registration of this document once the 
ownership of the concerned lot has been transferred to the 
prospective purchaser. 


RECOMMENDATIONS: 1. That central air Conditioning or mechanical ventilation 
systems not be required in the future Servicing 
Agreements for lots in plans abutting a major noise 
source, 
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2. That in lieu of the provision of central air 
conditioning, the developer of plans immediately 
abutting a major noise source, where no Servicing - 
Agreement or Engineering Agreement has been executed, 
be required to ensure: 


(a) that the duct work in units to be located on lands ) 
immediately abutting a major noise source be of a 
size capable of accommodating a future installation 
of a central air conditioner to the approval of the 
Commissioner of Building. 


(b) that clauses satisfactory to the City Solicitor be 
incorporated into the registered Financial 4 
Agreement for the development which would advise , 
; owners that the interior noise levels may exceed 
City and Ministry of the Environment's guideline 
limits when either the windows or doors are 
and that the provision of central air conditi 
or alternative is the sole responsibility of the 
owner, and that no demands are to be made of the | 
City or Region for the provision of further noise . 
attenuation works. 
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January 19, 1983. 


F Chairman and Members of | 
| : Public Works Committee. | 
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2 RECOMMENDATIONS: (cont 'd.) 


2. (c) that clauses Satisfactory to the City Solicitor be 
inc iat 


3. That in subdivisions where central air conditioning or 
@ mechanical ventilation system is required by an | 
executed Servicing or Engineering Agreement, the | 
general principle be adopted that a developer will be | 
permitted to delete this requirement upon execution of 
| a registerable Agreement between the prospective 
; homeowner and the City wherein the 
acknowledges that the interior noise levels May exceed 
City and Ministry of the Environment's guideline limits 
| when either the windows or doors are open, that the 
| provision of central air conditioning or alternative is 
| the sole responsibility of the Owner, and that no 
| truands are to be made of the City or the Region for | 
the provision of further noise attenuation works. This 
of theent is to be registered by the City at the cost | 
of the developer once the title of the concerned lot . 
has been transferred to the prospective homeowner . 


4. That the Region of Peel be advised of this policy. ) 


William P, Taylor, P. 
ssioner 


Commi ; 
Engineering ; 





M. Halliday 


Stewart 
A. Cowan 
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a — news release 
é bd | 


) ssued through the 
e we information and public relations ‘J 


department | 





1 CITY CENTRE DRIVE, CONTACT: ANGUS MCDONALD 
MISSISSAUGA L5B 1M2 


Engineering and Works 
ONTARIO 279-7600, Ext. 341 
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: FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE | January 10, 1983 | 
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STREETLIGHT UPGRADING PROGRAMME 
————— EN CE ROGRAMME 
SAVES ENERGY 


MISSISSAUGA - Approximately five years ago the City of Mississauga embarked on 

a long term Streetlighting Upgrading Programme. There are two main objectives 

to the programme. The first is to improve the Streetlighting on City streets - 
in built up areas where existing lighting was less than 50 per cent of that 

required by City standards. Secondly in order to upgrade existing lighting 

Standards and decrease energy Consumption the City's 6000 incandescent street- 

lights were to be replaced with high pressure sodium lights. 


ore eee 


To complete the upgrading of streetlighting on major roads within the built 
Up areas in the City will cost in the order of 2.5 million dollars. 


To complete the retrofitting programme will cost approximately 1.5 million | | ) 
dollars. For 1983 $325,000 has been allocated for the Streetlights programme. 
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Since 1978, 1800 new streetlights have been installed but due to the install- 


ation of high pressure sodium lights, the City's energy consumption has not : 
increased since that time. 
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| Mr. W.P. Taylor, P. Eng. Se 
City of Mississauga = | 
1 City Centre Drive 

Mississauga, Ont. 
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| 
) | January ll, 1983 
» Dear Sir: 


Re : Loyalist Creek . A 
Master Drainage Plan | 


Thank you for the opportunity to review the proposals 
contained in your draft report re the Loyalist Creek 
Master Drainage Plan, as “discussed at our meeting with 
representatives of the MTC on January 7, 1983, 


We would confirm that we are in accordance with all of 
the technical aspects of the report. However, with 
respect to the payment of the John Doe major watercourse 
improvement levy, you will recall that this is not 
consistent with our existing Development Agreement 

with the City. We would expect to contribute to the 
costs of drainage works both within and downstream 

of our lands, in accordance with the terms of that 
agreement. We would be pleased to meet with you in 

this regard. 


As well, you will recall the letter from Proctor bs 
Redfern Limited dated November 16, 1982, wherein it was 
indicated that we expect to be compensated by MTC for 
the use of excess capacity in the Glen Erin Brook 
System provided by The Cadillac Pairview Corporation 
Limited, 


Yours truly, 


THE IE VIEW CORPORATION LIMITED | 


; 
Stephen M. Glogowski, P. Eng. , 


7% 


Manager | 
Land Development 
cc: Mr. Nat Sen, P. Eng. ~- 

cc: Proctor & Redfern Limited 


The Cadillac Fairview Corporation Limited 
1200 Sheppard Ave. East, Willowdale (Toronto), Ontario M2K 2R8 (416) 494-7111 
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Mr. Brian Fleming 

Director of Education 

Dufferin-Peel Separate School Board 
100 Dundas Street West 

Mississauga, Ontario 

L5B 1H6 
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Dear Mr. Fleming: 


We have been requested by Council to contact all Senior Public, Secondary 
and Separate schools in the City of Mississauga to see if any of their 
Students would be willing to shovel snow for Senior Citizens and/or 
handicapped residents who might require assistance. 


A list of any students interested would be compiled and the existance 
of this list would be publicised. 
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As is policy, we are requesting your permission to distribute the 
accompanying letter to your school principals through your courier system. 


Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 279-7600, 
ext. 557. 


Thank you for your time and co-operation. 


Yours truly, 


im Hoshko 
Co-ordinator, Public Relations 


THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
1 CITY CENTRE DRIVE. MISSISSAUGA, ONTARIO. L5B 1M2 
: TELEPHONE (416) 279-7600 
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January 19, 1983 


Mr. John Fraser 
Director of Education 
Peel Board of Education 
73 King Street West 
Mississauga, Ontario 
L5B IHS 


Dear Mr. Fraser: 


We have been requested by Counci! to contact all Senior Public, Secondary 
and Separate schools in the City of Mississauga to see if any of their 
Students would be willing to shovel snow for Senior Citizens and/or 
handicapped residents who might require assistance. 


A list of any students interested would be compiled and the existance 
of this list would be publicised. ’ 


As is policy, we are requesting your permission to distribute the 
accompanying letter to your school principals through your courier system. 


Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 279-7600, 
ext. 557. 


Thank you for your time and co-operation. 


Yours truly, 


‘in Hotton | 


Jim Hoshko 
Co-ordinator, Public Relations 


THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 


1 CITY CENTRE DRIVE, MISSISSAUGA, ONTARIO. L5B 1M2 
: TELEPHONE (416) 279-7600 
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January 19, 1983 














To: Principals of Senior Public, 
Secondary and Separate Schools 
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Dear Principals: 


2 eegree men ge e 


We have been requested by City Council to contact all Senior Public, 
Secondary and Separate Schools in the Cit 


y to see if any of your students 
would be willing to shovel snow for Senior Citizens and/or handicapped 
residents. 
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A list of willing students will be compiled and the existance of the list . 
would be publicised through seniors and handicapped groups. Anyone who ; 
wished to make use of this service, will contact their local councillor ‘ 
who will put them in contact with someone on the list. 


They would then make their own 


arrangements in terms of time. remuneration 
etc. 
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Appended is a form which should simplif 
Should you have any question 
me at 279-7600, ext. 557. 


y the compiling of the list. 
S or comments, please feel free to contact 


Thank you for your time and consideration. 
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Jim Hoshko . 
Co-ordinator, Public Relations 


JH/br 
Encl. 


THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
1 CITY CENTRE DRIVE, MISSISSAUGA, ONTARIO. L5B 1M2 
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CITY OF MISSISSAUGA | . 

MINUTES . | 

SL ’ 

MEETING #) | 
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NAME OF COMMITTEE: PUBLIC WORKS 


DATE OF MEETING: Thursday, January 20, 1983 


PLACE OF MEETING: _ Committee Room 'A' 9:30 a.m. | 


MEMBERS PRESENT: Councillor D. Culham, Chairman 


Mr. J. Rogers, Vice-Chairman : 
Councillor D. Cook if 
Councillor R. Skjarum (left 10:45 a.m.) | 
Mr. J. C. Saddington ; 
Mr. D. A. Strutt | 

| 


| 
) 
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; 


MEMBERS ABSENT: Councillor mM. Marland 
Mr. W. Schofield 


ALSO PRESENT: az. 5S, Glogowski, Cadillac-Fairview 
Corporation (re item 3) 


Mr. T. Goddard, Proctor and Redfern(re | 
item 3) 


STAFF PRESENT: Mr. E. M, Halliday, City Manager 


Mr. W. P, Taylor, Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works 


Mr. A, McDonald, Director, Maintenance 
Engineering 


mrs, C. Dodds, Committee Co-ordinator 
NOTE: Apologies for absence were received Prom Mr. W. Schofield 


MATTERS CONSIDERED: | 

$$ SUNS LUERED 

i. Councillor D. Culham was appointed Chairman and mr. J. ' 
Rogers was appointed Vice-Chairman of the Public Works 
Committee to serve for a term expiring on May 31, 1984, | | 


Councillor Culham welcomed the new citizen members to the 
Committee and Suggested that in future, the Public Works / 
Committee meet at 9:00 a.m. rather than at 9:30 a.m. | | i. 


File: A.03.04.06 See Recommendation #] (D. Cook) 
See Recommendation #2 (3. Rogers) 
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- 2 - January 20, 1983 


1982, considered a report dated November 19, 1982 from the 
Commissioner of Engineering and Works regarding the naming 


Pl 


of streets within the Mississauga City Centre Secondary 
an. 


Council, at its meeting on January 10, 1983, adopted the 
following recommendation, as amended by General Committee 
at its meeting on January 5, 1982: 


(a) 


(b) 


(c) 


That the streets contained within the Mississauga City 
Secondary Plan, as outlined in Sketch ‘a: attached to 
@ report dated November 19, 1982 from the Commissioner 
of Engineering and Works, numbered Streets l to 9, be 


named as follows, with the exception of Street 3 
(Elora Drive): 


Street 1 - Rathburn Road west 

Street 2 - Confederation Parkway 
Street 4 - Webb Drive 

Street 5 - Yarmouth Drive 

Street 6 - City Centre Drive 

Street 7 - City Centre Drive (existing) 
Street 8 - City Centre Drive 

Street 9 - 


Robert Speck Parkway West 


That a Sub-Committee of the Public Works Committee be 
appointed composed of 2 Council representatives on the 
Public Works Committee, 1 citizen representative on 
the Public Works Committee, a representative from the 
Planning Department and Mr. Patrick Davies, Drafting 
Supervisor, Engineering and Works Department, to make 
recommendations to the Public Works Committee on the 
naming of the streets contained within the Mississauga 
City Secondary Plan as Outlined in Sketch 'B' attached 
to the report dated November 19, 1982 from the 


Commissioner of Engineering and Works, and numbered 
Streets 10 to 18 inclusive. 


That the Sub-Committee mentioned in Part (b) above 
consider the naming of Street 3 in the Mississauga 
City Secondary Plan as Outlined in Sketch 'A' attached 
to the report dated November 19, 1982, from the 
Commissioner of Engineertng and Works. 


The Committee also received a memorandum dated January 17, 


1983 


from Mr. R. G. B. Edmunds, Commissioner of Planning, 


advising that he would represent the Planning Department on 
the Sub-Committee. 
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- 3 - January 20, 1983 
ITEM 2 CONTINUED... 


It was moved by Councillor Cook that the composition of the ; 
Sub-Committee appointed to make recommendations on the 

naming of the streets contained within the Mississauga City 

Secondary Plan, be as follows: 


Councillor M. Marland | 
Councillor R. Skjarum 

Mr. J. Rogers 

Mr. R. G. B. Edmunds, Commissioner of Planning 

Mr. P. Davies, Drafting Supervisor, Engineering and Works 


Department 
| File: F.02.07 See Recommendation #3 (Dp. Cook) 
3. Memorandum dated January 3, 1983 from Councillor D. Culham } - 


in which he suggested that the Credit Valley Conservation 
Authority and the staff of the Engineering and Works 

Department report to the Public Works Committee on the 

Loyalist Creek Flood Water Analysis as quickly as possible. 


Attached to the agenda was a report dated December 30, 
1982, from the Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
outlining a Master Drainage Plan for the Loyalist Creek, 


which is currently experiencing flooding and erosion 
problems. 


In his report, Mr. Taylor dealt with the Loyalist Creek 
drainage area under existing development conditions, under 
ultimate development conditions, the Sheridan Creek 
Diversion, and finally, the effects of the Highway 403/407 
interchange Proposed by the Ministry of Transportation and 
Communications on the Loyalist Creek Watershed. 


Mr. Taylor recommended: 


(a) That the future diversion of storm drainage from the 
Proposed M.T.C. Highway 403/407 interchange in the 
Loyalist Creek watershed including upstream lands 
totalling some 300 acres into the Glen Erin Brook 
storm sewer System be approved in principle, and the 
M.T.C. be so advised subject to: 


a 


(i) Satisfactory implementation procedures being 
developed by the M.T.c. to limit flows into the 
Glen Erin Brook storm trunk sewer to levels , 
acceptable to the Commissioner of Engineering i . 


and Works and the Credit Valley Conservation 
Authority. 
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(b) 


(c) 


(d) 
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- 4 - January 20, 1983 


ITEM 3 CONTINUED... 


(ii) The M.T.C. entering into an agreement with the 
City of Mississauga for the construction and 
maintenance of the Highway 403/407 storm 
diversion sewer at the M.T.C. cost including 
interchange detention ponds, and further, to 
maintain storm water discharges into the Glen 
Erin Brook storm sewer to levels as contained in 
the agreement. 


That lands lying in the Sheridan Creek watershed north 
of Dundas Street and comprising of approximately 150 
acres be diverted into the Loyalist Creek subject to 
C.V.C.A. approval with the exception of approximately 
20 acres of land lying in the north-west corner of 
Dundas Street and Winston Churchill Boulevard which 
cannot be physically diverted due to adverse grade 
conditions and must therefore continue to drain to the 
Sheridan Creek. 


That the Town of Oakville be advised that storm 
drainage flows from future development comprising of 
approximately 20 acres in the Sheridan Creek watershed 
and located at the south-west corner of Dundas Street 
and Winston Churchill Boulevard cannot be accommodated 
in the existing City of Mississauga storm sewer 
located at Hornsgate Drive and therefore, an alternate 
one apg arrangement must be made by the Town of 
akv e. 


That the application of storm water management 
techniques, in areas of the Western Business Park and 
West Erin Mills Districts draining to the Loyalist 
Creek, to attenuate post development drainage flows to 
pre-development levels for storm frequencies up to the 
100 year level be encouraged and approved in principle 
subject to: 


(i) implementation procedures being developed, 
satisfactory to the Commissioner of Engineering 
and Works, by the developers prior to 
registration of plans of subdivision and, 


(ii) further that-all developers be required to pay 
the normal John Doe major watercourse 
improvement levy for all development draining 
into the Loyalist Creek. 


(4ii) In addition, that the conditions contained in 
this item apply to the lands referred to in item 
(b) above. 
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| , - 5 - January 20, 1983 | 
| ITEM 3 CONTINUED... . ia 


| (e) That the Region of Peel be requested to replace the | 
! Queensway West culvert on the Loyalist Creek in 1984 ) 
. and the Erin Mills Parkway culvert in 1985 including ; 
related channel works to provide regional storm 
protection from flood spills to adjacent areas. 


(f) That the City of Mississauga Engineering and Works 
Department, together with the C.V.C.A., undertake the 
berming works on the Loyalist Creek north of Dundas | 
Street to provide regional storm protection from flood | 
spills. | 


“ve 
a 


Department, together with the C.V.C.A. undertake an 

on-going monitoring and erosion control programme on | 
the Loyalist Creek from Dundas Street southerly to the 
Credit River to control existing and future bank 


erosion and carry out downstream improvements required 
to prevent flooding. | 


(g) That the City of Mississauga Engineering and Works ' 


As an amendment to his recommendation, Mr. Taylor suggested 
that a system of credits be developed for major watercourse 
improvement works Proposed to be undertaken by developers 
both upstream and downstream, said credits to be subject to 
Council approval prior to the execution of the Engineering 
and Financial Agreements for industrial development plans 
in Western Business Park. This amendment was made to allay 
the concerns of the development industry, particularly the 
Cadillac-Fairview Corporation who had requested a 
deputation before the Committee. 


Councillor Cook questioned the effect the new Environmental 
Assessment Act would have on the works proposed and was 
advised by the Commissioner of Engineering and Works that 
the City's financial commitment would be below the 
requirements under the new Act, and the Credit Valley 
Conservation Authority was exempt from its provisions. 


Councillor Culham suggested that the City of Mississauga 
should try to ensure that the implementation of the new Act 
does not create delays in capital expenditure projects 
costing in excess of $1,000,000. 


Mr. S. M. Glogowski, Land Development Manager of the | | ; 
Cadillac-Fairview Corporation and Mr. Ted Goddard of 
Proctor and Redfern appeared before the Committee. At this 
time, a copy of a letter dated January 11, 1983 from Mr. 
Glogowski was circulated to the Members. Mr. Glogowski 
reiterated the statements in his letter of January 11, 1983 
to the effect that his company was in agreement with the 
technical aspects of the report submitted by the 
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- 6 - January 20, 1983 


ITEM 3 CONTINUED... 


Commissioner of Engineering and Works and the 
recommendations as amended. However, his company wished it 
recorded that their existing development agreement, 
covering all of the Cadillac-Fairview lands in Mississauga, 
is still in effect. Council had passed a Resolution to the 
effect that if matters were not resolved prior to the 
commencement of development under the existing agreement, 
the requirements of the John Doe agreement would apply. 
However, this point has not been reached. 


He further drew the Committee's attention to the fact that 
the proposals outlined in Mr. Taylor's report relied on the 
use of the Glen Erin Brook trunk storm sewer which had been 
constructed and oversized by Cadillac-Fairview many years 
ago. He explained that this had been done by 
Cadillac-Fairview to accommodate stream diversions in the 
upper regions. He felt that this evinced his company's 
good faith and commitment to the community, and they wished 
to go on record as being in agreement with the Ministry of 
Transportation and Communications solution and the 
diversion of drainage to the Glen Erin Brook trunk storm 
sewer. 


Councillor Culham pointed out that the oversizing of the 
Glen Erin trunk storm sewer had also been done to 
accommodate the development of Cadillac-Fairview owned 
lands west of Winston Churchill Boulevard. While he felt 
that the City did appreciate the far sightedness of the 
original principals of Cadillac-Fairview and their feelings 
of responsibility towards the community, he deeply regreted 
the apparent reversal of this policy by the present 
principals of the company as exhibited in their recent 
applications to the Ontario Municipal Board. He asked Mr. 
Glogowski to convey his feelings back to the Company. 


Mr. Rogers suggested that the credit system should be 
considered on an individual basis and be negotiated and 
included in the development and financial agreements. 


File: J.05.01 See Recmmendation #4 (J. Rogers) 


The 1983 to 1987 Capital Works Budget was considered with 
the next item, the Summary of Capital Works Budgets for the 
years 1978 to 19&2. 


File: J.05.01 
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their implementation of the road maintenance programme. 


The City Manager advised that the Capital Budgets would be 
submitted to Council. on January 26, 1983, and while he | 
approved the Engineerng and Works Budget, there was a , 
Possibility that reduction might have to be made to ; 
accommodate necessary capital expenses in other ) 
departments. He Cautioned that a 5% budget increase would 
mean a reduction of service and every effort was being made 
to keep an even balance between road maintenance in the 
Current Budget and new construction in the Capital Budget. 


te 9 SD Ue ay, - Dames. tne tit eee a Ee 


Bee | Councillor Culham suggested that the Committee Members 
| review the Capital Budget Summary and forward any concerns 
they might have to the staff for consideration and comment. 


Councillor Cook moved receipt of the 1983 to 1987 Capital 
Budget Summary and the Teport dated January 18, 1983 from 
the the Commissioner of Engineering and Works. 


File: 3.05.0) See Recommendation #5 (D. Cook) 
RECEIVED 


The Commissioner of Engineering and Works reviewed the 

tenders received for the computerized traffic Signals and 

the financial implications of the various options included 

in the tender. wr. Taylor advised that his Department's 

studies would be completed and a recommendation prepared 

3 the consideration of General Committee on February 2, 
5. 


It was moved by Councillor Cook that the verbal report be 
received and a special meeting of the Committee be Called 
for Friday, January 28, 1983 at 8:30 a.m. to review the 


staff comments Prior to their submission to General 
Committee. 


ee ee eee - 


File: J.05.82043 See Recommendation #6 (D. Cook) 
RECEIVED 


; 
LN 


“ - 
————— 


7 
; 
| 
) 
| ; "v= January 20, 1983 | 
| | : 3. The Committee considered the 1983 to 1987 Capital Budget , | 
| | : Summary and a report dated January 18, 1983, from the | | 
| i Commissioner of Engineering and Works, with respect to the | | 
! Capital Budget 1978 to 1982, which was distributed at the | . 
! ; meeting. ' | 
) | Councillor Culham drew the Committee's attention to the | 
trend of reducing major road works in favour of increasing 
| Projects on local roads. He complimented the staff on 
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- 6 - January 20, 1983 


As an additional item, the Committee received a report 
dated January 19, 1983 from the Commissioner of Engineering 
and Works on the provision of central air conditioners in 
units located on lots affected by arterial roadways, 
railways or other major noise sources. 


Mr. Taylor advised the Committee that developers, builders 
and homeowners are objecting to the mandatory provision of 
central air conditioning since it increases the initial 
cost of a house by $1,500 to $1,800; increases the energy 
consumption, and increases the assessment on the lands. As 
an alternative, it had been suggested that central air 
conditioning be not forced on prospective purchasers at the 
outset, but that the duct work of the unit be sized to 
accommodate future installation. Warning clauses would be 
required in both the Purchase and Sale Agreements and on 
the title of the lands through the registration of the 
Financial Agreement. 


Since it was felt that a policy should be adopted in this 
regard, Mr. Taylor recommended: 


(a) That central air conditioning or mechanical 
ventilation systems not be required in the future 
Servicing Agreements for lots in plans abutting a 
major noise source. 


(b) That in lieu of the provision of central air 
conditioning, the developer of plans immediately 
abutting a major noise source, where no Servicing 
Agreement or Engineering Agreement has been executed, 
be required to ensure: 


(i) that the duct work in units to be located on 
lands immediately abutting a major noise source 
be of a size capable of accommodating a future 
installation of a central air conditioner to the 
approval of the Commissioner of Building. 


(ii) that clauses satisfactory to the City Solicitor 
be incorporated into the registered Financial 
Agreement for the development which would advise 
Owners that the interior noise levels may exceed 
City and Ministry of the Environment's guideline 
limits when either the windows or doors are 
open, and that the provision of central air 
conditioning or alternative is the sole 
responsibility of the owner, and that no demands 
are to be made of the City or Region for the 
provision of further noise attenuation works. 
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- 9 - January 20, 1983 


7 CONTINUED... 


(iii) That clauses satisfactory to the City Solicitor 
be incorporated into the appropriate Purchase 
and Sale Agreements with the prospective 
homeowners which would advise owners of the 
contents of the noise warning clauses in the 
Financial Agreement registered on the title of 
their lands. 


(c) That in subdivisions where central air conditioning or 
a mechanical ventilation system is required by an 
executed Servicing or Engineering Agreement, the 
general principle be adopted that a developer will be 
permitted to delete this requirement upon execution of 
a registerable Agreement between the prospective 
homeowner and the City wherein the homeowner 
acknowledges that the interior noise levels may exceed 
City and Ministry of the Environment's guideline 
limits when either the windows or doors are open, that 
the provision of central air conditioning or 
alternative is the sole responsibility of the owners, 
and that no demands are to be made of the City or the 
Region for the provision of further noise attenuation 
works. This agreement is to be registered by the City 
at the cost of the developer once the title of the 
concerned lot has been transferred to the prospective 
homeowner. 


(d) That the Region of Peel be advised of this policy. 

Files: A.00.02.01 See Recommendation #7 (J. Rogers) 
L.07.03.01 

Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public Works 

Committee as of January 20, 1983. 

File: A.03.04.06 See Recommendation #8 (D. Cook) 


RECEIVED 


For their information only, the Committee Members received 
a copy of the Press Release issued on the Streetlight 
Upgrading Programme and a copy of the letter being sent to 
the two School Boards requesting the names of students who 
would be prepared to shovel snow for elderly or handicapped 
residents. 
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| PUBLIL WUKKS COMMITTEE JANUARY 20, 1983 
. 0061710C FICE: A.03.04.06 
REPORT NO. 1-83 4 
| | 
TO: The General Committee of the City of Mississauga. ) 
. : 
LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: 
The Public Works Committee presents its first report and 
recommends: 
aw That Councillor D. Culham be appointed Chairman and Mr. J. | 
Rogers be appointed Vice-Chairman of the Public Works ir] 
Committee until May 3lst, 1984. ‘ : ; 
(38-1-83) A.03.04.06 


2. That the Public Works Committee meet at 9:00 a.m. instead | bees 
of 9:30 a.m. on the third Thursday of each month. | 


(38-2-83) § A.03.04.06 


3, That the Sub-Committee of the Public Works Committee, 
appointed to make recommendations to the Public Works 
Committee on the naming of the streets contained within the 
Mississauga City Secondary Plan, be composed of the 
following: 


Councillor M. Marland 
Councillor R. Skjarum 
Mr. J. Rogers | 
Mr. R. G. B. Edmunds, Commissioner of Planning | 
Mr. P. Davies, Drafting Supervisor, Engineering and | ) 
Works Department 


(38-3-83) F.02.07 


oe 


; 


4. (a) That the future diversion of storm drainage from the ; 
proposed M.T.C. Highway 403/407 interchange in the 
Loyalist Creek watershed including upstream lands 
totalling some 300 acres into the Glen Erin Brook 
storm sewer system be approved in principle, and the | ' . 
M.T.C. be so advised subject to: | ' 
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-~ 2- January 20, 1983 
ITEM 4 CONTINUED... 


(i) satisfactory implementation Procedures being 
developed by the m.T.c. to limit flows into the 
Glen Erin Brook storm trunk sewer to levels 
acceptable to the Commissioner of Engineering 


and Works and the Credit Valley Conservation 
Authority. 


(ii) The M.T.C. entering into an agreement with the 
City of Mississauga for the construction and 
maintenance of the Highway 403/407 storm 
diversion sewer at the M.T.C. cost including 
interchange detention ponds, and further, to 
maintain storm water discharges into the Glen | 
Erin Brook storm sewer to levels as contained : 
in the agreement. 


That lands lying in the Sheridan Creek watershed north 

of Dundas Street and comprising of approximately 150 

acres be diverted into the Loyalist Creek subject to | 
C.V.C.A. approval with the exception of approximately 
20 acres of land lying in the north-west corner of | 
Dundas Street and Winston Churchill Boulevard which | 
cannot be physically diverted due to adverse grade 


conditions and must therefore continue to drain to the 
Sheridan Creek. 


° me Oe ee ee tee ae 


That the Town of Oakville be advised that storm 
Grainage flows from future development comprising of 
approximately 20 acres in the Sheridan Creek watershed 
and located at the South-west corner of Dundas Street 
and Winston Churchill Boulevard cannot be accommodated 
in the existing City of Mississauga storm sewer 
located at Hornsgate Drive and therefore, an alternate 


storm outlet arrangement must be made by the Town of 
Oakville. 


That the application of storm water management 

techniques, in areas of the Western Business Park and 
West Erin Mills Districts draining to the Loyalist 
Creek, to attenuate post development drainage flows to . 
pre-development levels for storm Frequencies up to the 


100 year level be encouraged and approved in principle 
Subject to: 


(i) implementation Procedures being developed, 
Satisfactory to the Commissioner of Engineering 
and Works, by the developers prior to 
registration of plans of Subdivision and, 
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~ 3- January 20, 1983 
ITEM 4 CONTINUED... 


ee 
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(ii) further that all developers be required to pay 
the normal John Doe major watercourse | 
improvement levy for all development draining ) 
into the Loyalist Creek but that credits be 
considered for major watercourse improvement . 
works proposed to be undertaken by developers : | 
both upstream and downstream, with any such | 
credits to be approved by Council prior to the 
execution of the Engineering and Financial 
Agreements for industrial development plans in ij | 
Western Business Park, located west of Winston } | ek 
Churchill Boulevard and east of Highway 403 in ) 

; | the vicinity of Dundas Street. | 
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(iii) In addition, that the conditions contained in 7 
(ii) apply to the lands referred to in item (b) | 


above. 


) 

2a | 
|g | (e) That the Region of Peel be requested to replace the g 
; Queensway West culvert on the Loyalist Creek in 1984 | 
) | and the Erin Mills Parkway culvert in 1985 including 
related channel works to provide regional storm 
protection from flood spills to adjacent areas. 


(f) That the City of Mississauga Engineering and Works 
Department, together with the C.V.C.A., undertake the 
berming works on the Loyalist Creek north of Dundas 


Street to provide regional storm protection from flood 
spills. 


SO RY er te a we ee me ew 


(g) That the City of Mississauga Engineering and Works 
Department, together with the C.V.C.A. undertake an | 
on-going monitoring and erosion control programme on | 
the Loyalist Creek from Dundas Street southerly to the . 
Credit River to control existing and future bank | 
erosion and carry out downstream improvements required 
to prevent flooding. 


(38-4-83) J.05.01 
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5. That the 1983 - 1987 Capital Budget Summary and the report 
Gated January 18, 1983, with respect to the Capital Budget | | 
1978 to 1982 submitted by the Commissioner of Engineering ; 
and Works at the Public Works Committee Meeting held on " 
January 20, 1983, be received. == 


(38-5-83) J.05.01 
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6. (a) That the verbal report by the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works to the Public Works Committee on ' 
January 20, 1983 on the tenders received for the : 
computerized traffic signals, be received. 
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(b) That a Special Meeting of the Public Works Committee 
be held on Friday, January 28, 1983 at 8:30 a.m. to 


consider the staff recommendations on the award of the 
tender. 


i ee 


(38-6-83) J.05.82043 
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| 7. (a) That the following policy be adopted with respect to 
| . the provision of central air conditioning or 


~t- 
ow 


mechanical ventilation systems in residential 


| | buildings in plans of subdivision abutting a major 
. | noise source: 


(i) That central air conditioning or mechanical | | 
ventilation systems not be required in the 
future Servicing Agreements for lots in plans | 
abutting a major noise source. 


- 


(ii) That in lieu of the provision of central air | ; 
conditioning, the developer of plans weed 
immediately abutting a major noise source, ) 
where no Servicing Agreement or Engineering 3 ee 


Agreement has been executed, be required to 
ensure: 
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-that the duct work in units to be located on . 
lands immediately abutting a major noise source 
be of a size capable of accommodating a future 
installation of a central air conditioner to 
the approval of the Commissioner of Building. 


-that clauses satisfactory to the City 

Solicitor be incorporated into the registered 

Financial Agreement for the development which 

would advise owners that the interior noise 

levels may exceed City and Ministry of the 

Environment's guideline limits when either the 

windows or doors are open, and that the | 
provision of central air conditioning or ) 
alternative is the sole responsibility of the ; .. 
Owner, and that no demands are to be made of | ; ' 


the City or aegten for the provision of further | | 
noise attenuation works. | | ad 
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ITEM 7 CONTINUED... 
(iii) 


(iv) 


(b) That a 


- 5- January 20, 1983 


That clauses satisfactory to the City Solicitor 
be incorporated into the appropriate purchase 
and sale agreements with the prospective 
homeowners which would advise owners of the 
contents of the noise warning clauses in the 
Financial Agreement registered on the title of 
their lands. 


That in subdivisions where central air 
conditioning or a mechanical ventilation system 
is required by an executed Servicing or 
Engineering Agreement, the wor principle be 
adopted that a developer will be permitted to 
delete this requirement upon execution of a 
registerable Agreement between the prospective 
homeowner and the City wherein the homeowner 
acknowledges that the interior noise levels may 
exceed City and Ministry of the Environment's 
guideline limits when either the windows or 
doors are open, that the provision of central 
air conditioning or alternative is the sole 
responsibility of the owners, and that no 
demands are to be made of the City or the 
Region for the provision of further noise 
attenuation works. This agreement is to be 
registered by the City at the cost of the 
developer once the title of the concerned lot 
has been transferred to the prospective 
homeowner. 


copy of this policy be forwarded to the Region 


of Peel. 


(38-7-83) A.00.02.01 
L.07.03.01 


8. That the Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the 
Public Works Committee as of January 20, 1983, be received. 


(38-8-83) A.03.04.06 
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| eo Control System - Systems Portion 
| | ; 1982-1984 Capital Budget 
| | | P.N. 17 11] 82126 


Bae ) ORIGIN: Engineering and Works Department. 


) COMMENTS: Council at its meeting of November 1, 1982, approved the | 
! | procedures for the calling and evaluation of the tenders ) 
| for the implementation of a computerized traffic control 
. system for the City of Mississauga. Two of these 
| particular recommendations adopted by Council at that time 
were as follows: 


: | 1. That the Technical Steering Committee be authorized to | 


SUBLECT: Tender for the City of Mississauga Computerized Traffic ) 


ee ee 


evaluate the "UNCOSTED PROPOSALS" and prequalify the 
bidders for the "COSTED PROPOSALS". Only tenders from 
prequalified bidders will be received and opened at the 


tender opening. 


2. The tenders received will be evaluated on the basis of 
capital costs, annual operating costs and expansion 
costs, and this criteria will form the basis for the 
recommendation of award to Council. 


UNCOSTED DESIGN PROPOSALS | 
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The System Design specifications for the Computerized | 
Traffic Control System were released on September 29, 
1982. A bidder's conference was held on October 15, 1982 | 
for the purpose of disseminating general information 
concerning the specifications to potential bidders ard to | 
answer questions that the potential bidders had in relation *. 
to the specifications. 
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COMMENTS: 


January 24, 1982. 


Chairman and Members 
of Public Works Committee 


(cont'd. ) 


Five uncosted design proposals were received on 
November 19, 1982 from the following companies: 


- Eagle Signal Controls - Austin, Texas ' 
- (Canadian General Electric Company Ltd. - Toronto, Ont. 
- Quild Electric Limited - Willowiale, Ontario 
(in conjunction with Computran Systems Corp 
- Hackensack, New Jersey) 
Multisonics Incorporated - Dublin, California 
Niart Electrical & Consultants Ltd. - St. Albert, Alta. 


Each of the uncosted design proposals were reviewed in 

detail by a technical working committee comprised of staff 
from the City's consultant (DeLCan), the City, the Region ‘ 
of Peel and the Ministry of Transportation and 

Communications. During the week of December 1 - 8, 1982, 

interviews were held separately with each of the companies 

who submitted design proposals. These interviews were 

comprised of a detailed review of the design proposal with 

the companies' technical representatives. 


As a result of this review process, all five of the above 
companies were prequalified to submit costed tenders. Each 
company received a Statement of Acceptability related to 
their system as well as a specifications addendum related 
to the City's functional design specifications. 


SUBMISSION OF COSTED TENDERS 


Tenders were received by the City until 14:00 hours, 
January 11, 1983. Four tenders were received and opened at 
14:30 hours on January 11, 1983 in Committee Room ‘A’ at 
City Hall. The tenders received were as follows: 


1. Guild Electric Ltd. $ 2,091,548 

2. Multisonics Inc. $ 2,196,426 | 
3. Canadian General Electic Ltd. $ 2,232,433 
4. Eagle Signal Controls NO BID ' 


The prices outlined above were for the basic system. 
Included in the tender were prices for four (4) optional 
items, any or none of which could be purchased by the City 
at this time. It was mandatory for the tenderers to submit 
prices on Options 1, 2 and 3. The price for Option 4 was 
requested but not compulsory due to the fact that all 
bidders could not provide a Digital Parameter Display. 


_—o~ 7 


r- 


coat eee 


er + 


orn 


us — —— 


a ee j 
SS — _——___ LLL — 
: — eer — 


: 





Oe Oe Oe em me _ 


Sreetene- 









































~ So January 24, 1982. 


Chairman and Members 
of Public Works Committee 
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COMENTS: (cont 'd.) 
The four options are briefly described as follows: 


Option 1 - System Master Communications for 150 Additional 
Traffic Signals 


The basic tender specifies master communication to control 
350 traffic signals which is the five year projection for 
the number of traffic signals within the City of 
. fPdditional system master communications 
t will be required when the system expands over the 
350 traffic signals. This optional item provides the 
system master communications for an additional 150 traffic t 
signals and brings the master site communications up to the | 
' 
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ultimate system capacity of 500 traffic signals. 
Option 2 - Communications Interface and Control Units 


(C.1.C.U.) for Additional 150 Traffic Signals 


As indicated above, the initial tender specified an initial 
capacity of 350 traffic signals with an ultimate capacity | 
of 500 traffic signals. This optional item is for the ) 
additional 150 C.I.C.U.'s to control the ultimate capacity 

of the system. These units are the field end of the 
communications system. 


Option 3 - Tape Unit 


This optional item is for a magnetic tape unit and is 
needed for the purpose of data storage, off line 
processing, and transfer of data between the Traffic 
Control Computer and the existing City computers. 


Option 4 - Digital Parameter Display 


This option provides a simplified means of indicating 
system component failures and system operating parameters. 
This is a desirable feature and would supplement the map 
display and the terminals. 
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vo ee January 24, 1982. 


Chairman and Members $ 
of Public Works Committee 
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| | 
| ay | 
| COMENTS: (cont'd. ) | 
| | 
| OPTION GUILD § MULTISONICS C.G.E. | 
| —_ —— ee | 
1. System Master 11,296 112,800 27 ,990 a 14 


. 
: 
. 


Communications for : 
additional 150 signals | ; 


2. Communications 267,750 257,400" 300,000 : ; 
Interface & Control 
Unit for additional 


150 signals | 
3. Tape Unit 39,140 24,900 38 , 586 | | 
4. Digital Parameter 16,265 NO BID 12,066 . 
Display 


*Multisonics quoted on 2 C.I.C.U. models depending upon 
controller to be controlled. Price based on the purchase 
of 100 units at $1,485 each and 50 units at $2,232 each. 


It is recommended that the following optional items be 
purchased by the City at this time: 


Option 1 - System Master Communications : | 


It is recommended that the additional system master org 
communication capacity of 150 traffic signals be purchased : 
at this time. This will provide the system master with the | . 
ultimate 500 traffic signal capacity. Expansion of the 
System Master Communications will be required in . 
approximately five years when the basic 350 traffic signal 
capacity is used up. It is felt that the price is 


extremely good. 

Option 3 - Tape Unit 

As indicated previously. the tape unit is used for data ce | 
storage, off-line processing and data transfer. It is not | . 


essential for the operation of the system; it is however far | 
recommended as it will expand the versatility and | 
capabilities of the system and it is felt that the price 

bid at this time is extremely good. 
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January 24, 1982. 


Chairman and Members 
of Public Works Committee 


COMENTS: 































(cont 'd.) 


Option 4 - Digital Parameter Display 


The ital Parameter Display provides a simplified means 
of indicating system failures and system operating 
parameters. This is a desirable feature and would 
supplement the map display and the terminals. It is felt 
that this feature will prove extremely useful both as an 
engineering tool and as a public relations tool in 
demonstrating the operation of the system. It is 
recommended that this item be purchased at this time and it 
is felt that the price offered is good. 


It is not recommended that the additional Communications 
Interface and Control Units (C.I.C.U.) be purchased at this 
time. It is felt that there is limited operating 
efficiency of this equipment a shelf life of five 
years. It is anticipated that additional field C.I.C.U.'s 
would not be required for five years. 


The Capital costs including the recommended options (1, 3 
and 4) are as follows: 





Guild Electric Ltd. $2, 158,249.00 
Canadian General Electric Co. Ltd. $2,311,075.00 
Multisonics Incorporated $2,334, 126.00* 


*does not include option no. 4 - Digital Parameter Display 
as no bid was submitted. 


EVALUATION OF COSTED TENDERS 


The bidders were required to submit with their tenders a 
statement of compliance with the modifications requested to 
the design proposal. The requested changes were outlined 
in the specifications addendum and in each bidder's 
Statement of Acceptability. 


Both Multisonics Inc. and Canadian General Electric Co. 
Ltd. indicated that the requested changes would be made and 
that all the requirements contained in the specifications, 
specification addendum and their respective Statement of 
Acceptability would be met. 
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oe lees January 24, 1982. 


Chairman and Members ' 
of Public Works Committee 


COMENTS: (cont 'd.) 


Guild Electric Ltd. submitted with their tender documents a 
statement entitled "Clarification of the Prices Tendered" 


wigan be conditions under which their costed bid was to 
be received by the City. 


The qualifications placed in the Guild Electric Ltd. tender 

constitute a conditional bid which is contrary to the ) 
tender documents. The conditions contained therein are 
unacceptable and therefore, it is recommended that this 


tender be rejected. 


Notwithstanding the foregoing, the costed tenders submitted 
by all three companies were evaluated to determine the ' 
lowest Life Cycle cost in accordance with the procedure ' 
approved by Council at its meeting of November 1, 1962. 


The Life Cycle cost is defined as the Capital costs (basic +e 
tender plus options 1 and 3) plus the annual operating | 
costs (Bell service €s, Computer maintenance charges) 
and the expansion costs (purchase of additional controllers ) 

for installation during the life of this contract, purchase 

of additional C.I.C.U.'s over the system design life to the 

ultimate capacity of 500 traffic signals, Bell hook-up 

charges for the additional traffic signals to be hooked up 

over the design life of the system up to the ultimate 

Capacity of 500 traffic signals). 


The annual operating and expansion costs were calculated 
based on the 15 year design life of the system and | 
expressed as a present value. | 


Present value calculations are used to compare a series of 

estimated disbursements made over a number of years by 

expressing them as a single payment in the base year. For 

the purposes of the bid evaluation, the base year was 

1984. The discount rate used in the present value 

calculations was 10% which is recommended by the Federal 
Treasury Board. The sensitivity of the discount rate in 

the calculation was tested by calculating Life Cycle costs 
using 5% and 15% discount rates. The varying of the 

discount rate did not change the outcome of the analysis. 

In each of the three cases (i.e. discount rate at 5, 10 and | 

15 percent), Canadian General Electric Co. Ltd. had the 
mh Life Cycle cost of the three companies respective | | 
systems. ; | 
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Chairman and Members : 
of Public Works Committee 





COMENTS: (cont 'd.) 
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3,727 ,005 


. 
: 
; 
: 
: 
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4,086,607 
4,242,858 










3,336 ,029 }1 ,583 ,567 





The large difference in the operating costs outlined in the 
above table is due to the Bell Canada charges associated 
with the different systems. The total communication costs . 
(Bell Canada) for the Canadian General Electric Co. Ltd. 
system would be approximately $70,000 less (in the first 
year of system operation) than either the Multisonics or 
Electric Systems. This cost difference is expected 

to rise to approximately $120,000 at the end of the design 
life of the system assuming no increase in Bell charges. 
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From the foregoing, it is concluded that Canadian General 
Electric Co. Ltd. is the overall low bidder and accordingly 
is being recommended for award of this tender. 


This tender is for the system (computer, communication 
, etc.) portion of the work. The 


devices, software 
following table outlines the additional works required and 
gives the total estimated project costs: 


Total Capital Cost for the system $2,311,075.00 
including options 1, 3 and 4 based 

on award of tender to Canadian 

General Electric 
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Chairman and Members 
of Public Works Committee 
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COMMENTS: (cont'd. ) 


As indicated previously, the funds required for the City's ta | 
share is $2,160,000 gross or $1,080,000.00 net. It would, | ‘va 
therefore, be in order to reduce the funds provided in the ) 
1984 Capital Budget by $140,000.00 gross ($70,000.00 net). | | 


Council will also have to approve the funds in the 1983 and ‘ i} 
1984 Capital budgets in order to award the tender. The 
— funding that should be approved is, therefore, as 

Ows: 


te rm ee - - 


Gross: $750,000 $800,000 $610,000 $2,160,000 . 
Net: $375,000 $400,000 $305,000 $1,080,000 | 


The balance of the required funding for this project will | ba ) 
come from the Region of Peel and the Ministry of , 
Transportation and Communications. 


RECOMMENDATIONS: 1. That funds in the amount of $800,000.00 Gross, $400,000 
Net, be approved in the 1983 Capital Budget and funds 
in the amount of $610,000 Gross, $305,000.00 Net be 
approved in the 1984 Capital Budget for the 
Computerization of Traffic Signals within the City of ' 
Mississauga. 


2. That the contract for the systems portion of the 
Computerized Traffic Control System (P.N. 17 11] 82126) 
be awarded to Canadian General Electric Co. Ltd. 
including options 1, 3 and 4, being the lowest tender 
based on Life Cycle costing at a total tender price of 
$2, 311,075.00. 


3. That the Regional Municipality of Peel be requested to 
approve the award of the tender to Canadian General 
Electric Co. Ltd. and to secure their share of the cost 
of the total project by means of the issuance of a 
Purchase Order to the City at an estimated cost of 
$1,440 ,000.00. 


4. That the Ministry of Transportation and Communications 
approve the award of this tender to Canadian General 
Electric Co. Ltd. and enter into the necessary 
agreements with the City for the execution and cost 
sharing of the works. 
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NOW THEREFORE the Council of the Corporation of the City of 
THAT the tender for FILE REFERENCE 17 111 82126 be awarded to 
CANADIAN GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY LIMITED in the amount of Two 
Million Three Hundred and Eleven Thousand and Seventy-Five 


a 
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Dollars ($2,311,075.00) this being the lowest tender, based on 
life cycle costs costing, received. 
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| | | | BY-LAW NUMBER... : 
| } | ; 
| | A By-Law to authorize execution of a contract for 
| . ) the City of Mississauga Computerized Traffic 
| : | Control System - System Portion. 
. 
| | I WHEREAS the Council of the Corporation of the City of Mississauga ) 
| | . | desires to award the tender for FILE REFERENCE 17 111 82126 to CANADIAN GENERAL | 
: : i ; / : 
, ' 

: | | | ELECTRIC COMPANY LIMITED in the amount of Two Million Three Hundred and Eleven ) 
| ; : ; : | , ‘ 
| | | | Thousand and Seventy-Five Dollars ($2,311,075.00) for the municipal purposes : ; j : 
) | § | , | 

, &§ | above noted : | 
mn H | 
I NOW THEREFORE the Council of the Corporation of the City of | | 

: 

Mississauga ENACTS as follows : | 


1. THAT the tender for FILE REFERENCE 17 111 82126 be awarded to 
CANADIAN GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY LIMITED in the amount of Two 
Million Three Hundred and Eleven Thousand and Seventy-Five 
Dollars ($2,311,075.00) this being the lowest tender, based on 


life cycle costs costing, received. 


2. THAT the contract for FILE REFERENCE 17 111 82126 between the 
Corporation of the City of Mississauga and CANADIAN GENERAL 
ELECTRIC COMPANY LIMITED for the City of Mississauga 
Computerized Traffic Control System - System Portion, be 
executed by the Mayor and Clerk, and the Corporate Seal 


affixed thereto. . | 


ENACTED AND PASSED this day of 1983 : 


MAYOR 


CLERK 
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MEETING #2 


MEMBERS ABSENT: 
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ALSO PRESENT: 


STAFF PRESENT: 


—- | 


. - 
: 
CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
MINUTES 
NAME OF COMMITTEE: PUBLIC WORKS 
DATE OF MEETING: Friday, January 28, 1983 
PLACE OF MEETING: Council Chambers 8:30 a.m. 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Councillor D. Culham, Chairman +4 
Councillor D. Cook 
Councillor R. Skjarum (9:30 a.m.) 
Mr. D. A. Strutt 
Mr. J. Rogers, Vice-Chairman | 
Councillor M. Marland | 
Mr. J. C. Saddington | 
Mayor H. McCallion (9:25 a.m.) | 
Councillor T. Southorn 
(9:15 - 9:25 a.m.) 
Mr. W. P. Taylor, Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works 
Mr. A. McDonald, Director, Maintenance 
Engineering 
Mr. J. Thomas, Traffic and 
Transportation Engineer 
Mrs. C. Dodds, Committee Co-ordinator 
MATTERS CONSIDERED: 
ie Joint report dated January 24, 1983 from the Commissioner ; 
of Engineering and Works, City Treasurer, Commissioner of 
Finance and the Director of Purchasing and Supply regarding 
the tender for the City of Mississauga Computerized Traffic 
Control System - Systems Portion 1982 - 1984 Capital Budget. 
On November 1, 1982, Council approved the procedures for | 7 
the calling and evaluation of the tenders for the | , 
implementation of a computerized traffic control system for 
the City of Mississauga. Mr. Taylor reviewed the joint 
report which detailed the procedures followed, the prices 
received and described the additional four options on which | | 
prices had been sought. toa 
: 
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-2- January 28, 1983 
ITEM 1 CONTINUED... ’ 


: | ‘ 
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Four costed tenders on the basic System were received by | 
the City of Mississauga on January 11, 1983 as follows: 


) Guild Electric Ltd. $ 2,091,548 | 
) | Multisonics Inc. 2,196,426 

| Canadian General Electric Ltd. 2,232,433 

. Eagle Signal Controls NO BID 


| In addition, included in the tender were prices on the 
| ; following options: 


“o- 
—— 


additional traffic signals over and above the 350 
included in the tender, to accommodate the ultimate 
system capacity. The System Master Communication 
interfaces with the traffic computer. This option was 
recommended. 


(1) Option 1 - System Master Communications for 150 | 


(2) Option 2 - Communications Interface and Control Units 
(C.I.C.U.) for 150 additional traffic Signals, which 
interface between the traffic controller and the Bell 
lines. The Committee was advised that this equipment 
has a shelf life and should not be purchased until 
needed, probably in five years time. This option was 
therefore not recommended. 


(3) Option 3 - Magnetic Tape Unit required for data 
storage, off line processing and transfer of data 
between the Traffic Control Computer and the existing 
City Computer. This option was recommended. 


(4) Option 4 -Digital Parameter Display which provides a 
simplified means of indicating system component 
failures, system operating parameters, traffic 
volumes, etc. Other municipalities adopting 
Computerized Traffic Control systems feel this option 
would be invaluable as an engineering aid and from a 
public relations standpoint. 






SS 


The Capital costs including the recommended options (1,3 
and 4) were : 


nee ee ee ——-- 


Guild Electric Ltd. $2, 158,249.00 | | . 
Canadian General Electric Co. Ltd. $2, 311,075.00 | 
Multisonics Incorporated $2,334,126.00* | 


~————eere a ee 


*does not include option no. 4 - Digital Parameter Display 
as no bid was submitted. 
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-3- January 28, 1983 


ITEM 1 CONTINUED... : 


Guild Electric Ltd. submitted in their tender documents 
conditions which were unacceptable anc therefore their bid 
was recommended for rejection. However, the bid of Guild 
Electric Ltd. was included with the bids of Canadian 
General Electric and Multisonics Incorporated in the 
evaluation to determine the lowest life cycle. 


Discount rates of 5%, 10% (recommended by the Federal 

Treasury Board) and 15% were applied to the 1984 base year 

and in each case, Canadian General Electric Co. Ltd. had 

the lowest life cycle cost due to the total communication 

costs (Bell Canada) with the C.G.E. system. This cost is : ) 
the lowest than either of the other two tenders by $70,000 { 4 
in the first year of operation and on projection the ) 
savings increase to $120,000 at the end of the design life, . 

assuming no increase in Bell charges. 


The joint report as reviewed by Mr. Taylor, recommended the 
award of the tender as follows: 


Total Capital Cost for the system $2,311,075.00 
including options 1, 3 and 4 based 

on award of tender to Canadian 

General Electric (as of January 1983 

controllers) 


ad 


Additional controllers in cabinets 200,330.00 
(23 to be cost shared between 
City and Region) for new 


installations in 1983 and 1984 


Contract for field modifications $ 650,000.00 
(to be tendered in March 1983) 

(relocation of existing controllers, 

installation of new controllers and 

installation of system detectors) 


Bell Canada Costs (estimated) $ 300,000.00 
(estimate based on cost of 
similar installations) 


Construction of Control $ 50,000.00 . 
Centre (estimated) (sound proof,climate | | $ 
controlled room on 5th floor of City | 
Hall) | 


~ 
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Engineering, design, supervision 
and contingencies $ 650,000.00 


$4, 161,405.00* | ' 
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. - 4. January 28, 1983 
. ITEM 1 CONTINUED... 


Based on the above total project costs, the cost | 


distribution between the participating jurisdictions was 
reported as being: 


eo Eee ee — 
oe ee eee + 
a = 


GROSS NET 
(AFTER SUBSIDY) 
| City of Mississauga $2,160,000.00 $1,080,000.00 
. Region of Pee] $1,440,000.00 $ 720,000.00 
) M.T.C. Kings Highway ¢$ 600,000.00 $ 600,000.00 : 
| | M.T.C. Subsidy $1,800,000.00  $1,800’000-00 | : 


$4, 200,000.00 aoe 


Funds presently allocated in the City's 1982-84 Capital | | 


a RRS ee ee 
lit 
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| Budget: 
= | 1ge2 1983 1984 , 

. i 4 Gross: $750,000 $800,000 $750,000 

| | Net: $375,000 $400,000 $375,000 

: | 


Combining the above results, total budget: 
- $2,300,000.00 gross dollars 
- $1,150,000.00 net City dollars 


In view of the decrease in the City's portion from the 
petignt figures of $2,300,000 gross or $1,150,000 net, to 
$2,160,000 gross or $1,080.000 net, the report recommended 


a reduction in funds Provided in the 1984 Capital Budget by 
$140,000 gross or $70,000 net. 


The report recommended: 


(a) That funds in the amount of $800,000.00 Gross, 
$400,000.00 Net, be approved in the 1983 Capital 
Budget and funds in the amount of $610,000.00 Gross, 
$305,000.00 Net be approved in the 1984 Capital Budget 


for the Computerization of Traffic Signals within the 
City of Mississauga. 


(b) That the contract for the systems portion of the 
Computerized Traffic Control System (P.N. 17 11] | | , 
82126) be awarded to Canadian General Electric Co. ! 
Ltd. including options 1, 3 and 4, being the lowest 


tender based on Life Cycle costing at a total tender 
price of $2,311,075.00. 


a 
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approve the award of the tender to Canadian General 
Electric Co. Ltd. and to secure their share of the ' 
cost of the total Project by means of the issuance of 


a Purchase Order to the City at an estimated cost of 
$1,440,000.00. 
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(c) That the Regional Municipality of Peel be requested to | ) 
; 
: 





January 28, 1983 


ITEM 1 CONTINUED... 
(d) That the Ministry of Transportation and Communications 
rove the award of the tender to Canadian General 
Electric Co. Ltd. and enter into the necessary 
nts with the oe of Mississauga for the 
execution and cost sharing of the works. 


That a by-law be enacted to authorize execution of the 
contract for the computerization of traffic signals 
within the City of Mississauga and that the Mayor and 
Clerk be authorized to si he contract after 
roval by the Council of the Regional Municipality 
Peel and the Ministry of Transportation and 
Communications. 


File: J.05.82042 See Recommendation #9 (D. Cook) 


RECOMMENDATIONS: As per Report No. 2-83 
ADJOURNMENT : 9:45 a.m. 
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE JANUARY 28, 1983 


—— °° FILE: A.03.04.06 


- REPORT NO. 2-83 


TO: The General Committee of the City of Mississauga. : 
LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: 


i etm NO EE EEE ee me meee me ee EEE 


The Public Works Committee presents its second report and 
recommends: 


$400,000.00 Net, be approved in the 1983 Capital — ! 
Budget and funds in the amount of $610,000.00 Gross, | 
$305,000.00 Net be approved in the 1984 Capital Budget } 
for the Computerization of Traffic Signals within the 
City of Mississauga. 


~_e-- —- ow & ot + <8 -- * 


| rh 
| 9. (a) That funds in the amount of $800,000.00 Gross, ae | 
) 


That the contract for the systems portion of the 
Computerized Traffic Control System (P.N. 17 111 
82126) be awarded to Canadian General Electric Co. | 
Ltd. including options 1, 3 and 4, being the lowest i } 
tender based on Life Cycle costing at a total tender | 
price of $2,311,075.00. 


a Ee eR o,. - 
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That the Regional Municipality of Peel be requested to a 
approve the award of the tender to Canadian General 
Electric Co. Ltd. and to secure their share of the 

cost of the total project by means of the issuance of 

a Purchase Order to the City at an estimated cost of 

$l ,»440,000.00. - e 


That the Ministry of Transportation and Communications ied 
approve the award of the tender to Canadian General | 
Electric Co. Ltd. and enter into the necessary | 
agreements with the City of Mississauga for the . aS 
execution and cost sharing of the works. ; 


That a by-law be enacted to authorize execution of the {ie 
contract for the computerization of traffic signals . 
within the City of Mississauga and that the Mayor and | 
Clerk be authorized to sign the contract after . | 
approval by the Council of the Regional Municipality 
of Peei and the Ministry of Transportation and 

Communications. 


(38-9-83) J.05.82042 
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THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 17, 1983 AT 9:00 A.M. 
COMMITTEE ROOM 'A' 
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A.03.04.06 Summary of Unfinished Business 


F.02.05.03 Decorative 
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CITY OF MISSISSAUGA | | 


PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 17, 1983 ; Fe 
COMMITTEE ROOM *A*'AT 9:00 A.M. ban 


AGENDA | | 


ee 


we fhawe 


MATTERS FOR CONSIDERATION: f 


: 
, ' 
i Report dated January 25, 1983 from the Commissioner of Engineering r 
and Works regarding the Decorative Lights in the Streetsville ; | 
' 


en oe ee - 


Business Improvement District. On March 8, 1982, Council recommended 
that the decorative street lights in Streetsville be maintained by 


the City of Mississauga in 1982 with a further review to be made by 
the Public Works Committee at the end of 1982. 


maintenance of the 40 standards was $1,511.56, which included the 
replacement of only six globes. The average maintenance cost for 
these standards is $37.79 as compared to a City-wide average of 
$35.00 per light standard. 


Mr. Taylor recommends: 


; 
i ty 
Mr. Taylor advises that during 1982, the total cost for the | 
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"That the report dated February 15, 1982 from the Commissioner 
of Engineering and Works on the street lighting in the 
Streetsville Business Improvement District, be received." 


F.02.05.03 
RECOMMEND ADOPTION 


a On February 14, 1983, Council adopted the following recommendation of 
General Committee at its meeting on February 2, 1983: 
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"That the following Public Works Committee recommendation (January ) “a 
20, 1983) be referred back to the Committee for further consideration: . ) 


(a) That the following policy be adopted with respect to the 
provision of central air conditioning or mechanical ventilation 
systems in residential buildings in plans of subdivision 
abutting a major noise source: 
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systems not be required in the future Servicing 


Agreements for lots in plans abutting a major noise 
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(b) 


ITEM 2 CONTINUED... 


(ii) 


(iii) 


(iv) 


-~2- February 17, 1983 


That in lieu of the provision of central air 
conditioning, the developer of plans immediately abutting 
a major noise source, where no Servicing Agreement or 
Engineering Agreement has been executed, be required to 
ensure : 


-that the duct work in units to be located on lands 
immediately abutting a major noise source be of a size 
capable of ing a future installation of a 
central air conditioner to the approval of the 
Commissioner of Building. 


-that clauses satisfactory to the City Solicitor be 
incorporated into the registered Financial Agreement for 
the development which would advise owners that the 
interior noise levels may exceed City and Ministry of the 
Environment's guideline limits when either the windows or 
doors are open, and that the provision of central air 
conditioning or alternative is the sole responsibility of 
the owner, and that no demands are to be made of the City 
—— for the provision of further noise attenuation 
works. 


That clauses satisfactory to the City Solicitor be 
incorporated into the appropriate purchase and sale 
agreements with the prospective homeowners which would 
advise owners of the contents of the noise warning 
clauses in the Financial Agreement registered on the 
title of their lands. 


That in subdivisions where central air conditioning or a 
mechanical ventilation system is required by an executed 
Servicing or Engineering Agreement, the general principle 
be adopted that a developer will be permitted to delete 
this requirement upon execution of a registerable 
Agreement between the prospective homeowner and tine City 
wherein the homeowner acknowledges that the interior 
noise levels may exceed City and Ministry of the 
Environment's guideline limits when either the windows or 
doors are open, that the provision of central air 
conditioning or alternative is the sole responsibility of 
the owners, and that no demands are to be made of the 
City or the Region for the provision of further noise 
attenuation works. This agreement is to be registered by 
the City at the cost of the developer once the title of 
the concerned lot has been transferred to the prospective 
homeowner. 


That a copy of this policy be forwarded to the Region of Peel." 


A.00.02.01 
L.07.03.01 


DIRECTION REQUIRED 
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SUBJECT: Decorative Lights 
treetsville Business rovement Distri 
File F.02.05.03 / . - 


SOURCE: Request No. 9]-82 


March 8, 1982, recommended 


COMMENTS : Council at its meeting of 
Tights in the Streetsville 


that the decorative 


ment of only six globes. This works out to an average 
cost for each light standard of $37.79 as compared to 
@ City-wide average of $35.00 per light standard. 


The average maintenance cost of the decorati ghts 
is now close to the average cost of maintaining a 


Streetlight in the City. 


— _——_ -_ 


—- = 






mm eee — ~~ 


ee ee 


ee eee ee ee ee eee 
‘ 





Engineering 
ib <n 
FORM 145 Sue. £. Halliday | 


Sahn © ee egg. 2 


i 


i ee = ane - oe oe 


| 











City of Mississauga 


FILES: 14 111 00001 
11 141 00039 


William P. Taylor, P. 


Dept. t ineering and Works 
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| SUBJECT: " Brovision of central air conditioners in units located on 
| lots affected by arterial roadways, railways, or other 
major noise sources. 


ORIGIN: Engineering and Works Department. 


COMMENTS: When the Planning Department reviews a draft plan and finds 
that all or a portion of the proposed development may be 
affected by a major noise source, the consolidated report 
requires that owner to engage the services of a consultant 
to undertake a noise study to recommend noise control 
features to meet the noise level objectives of the City and 
the Ministry of the Environment to the satisfaction of the 
City and the Ministry. 


When the acoustical consultants prepare their 
recommendations, they quite often suggest that a mechanical 
ventilation system or central air conditioning be required 
for units proposed for lots immediately adjacent to the 
major noise source since the interior noise levels would be 
acceptable only if the windows and doors on the concerned 
units are kept closed. 


While this requirement does deal with acoustical aspects, 
we find that developers, builders, and homeowners are 
objecting to the fact that central air conditioning 
increases the initial cost of the house by $1,500.00 to 
$1,800.00, increases the energy consumption and increases 
the assessment on the lands. Two examples of such areas 
where objections have been received are the Wimpey 
Subdivision, Plan M-360, where the units are close to 
Cawthra Road, and the Kenley Subdivision, Plan M-424, where 
the units abut Winston Churchill Blvd. In each of these 
cases, it has been suggested that no central air 
conditioning should be forced on the prospective purchasers 
at the outset but that the duct work of the unit should be 
sized to accommodate future installation and that warning 
clauses be placed in both the purchase and sale agreements .- 
and on the title of the lands through the registration of 
the Financial Agreement. 
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Chairman and Member | 
Public Works Comnittes. | ’ 


COMMENTS : (cont 'd.) 
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January 19, 1983. 


noise attenuation works 
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has been transferred to the pobibeking oncom llgaay 
That the Region of Pee} be advised of this Policy 


WelL.p/ 


William P, Ta lor , 
Commissioner. ed 
Engineering 
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| SUMMARY OF UNFINISHED BUSINESS 128C/17C Pegel 
| SUBLEC T SOURCE DUE DAT! xD. O | | 
| REVISIONS ry 
; Sod Damage to Boulevards- Public Works - June | 
| Problem Areas, i.e. bus stops, — o's | 
| School Routes, etc. | 
| | 
| i.e. boulevard cutting,parks cutting iz 
et A free Mts in eublic We = . a : 0/8: } 
treetsville Business Improvement | 
District - 1982 Review ti 
L 
| easib: y of Construc . IDLeC Public Works ~- May 10 / BZ Ma rr /R4 | 
| pavement as a speed deterrent on | 
roadway at Mineola Rd. E. and Mineola | 
Gardens b 
“ree 23intenance -— Loves ist Cree , Memo datec y 2/82 ~- - 2/8 : 
the Mary Fix Creek from Councillor D. Culham 4 
Culham ) 
c a Miss: sSauga Noe /Q. WwW. Le er cE rec ~* 25 R72 ZU Rg | 
designation of high occupancy traffic from Staff Insp. E. A. | 
lanes for buses & vehicles carrying MacDonald,Peel Regional | 
4 or more persons Police,Council - Oct.12/81 : | 
Pick-up Bublic Wo: - bec. 16/782 ab. = i | 
| Report of W.P.T. -Dec.10/82 
| 
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MEETING #5 


NAME OF COMMITTEE: 


DATE OF MEETING: 
| PLACE OF MEETING: 


| MEMBERS ABSENT: 
: ALSO PRESENT: 
| STAFF PRESENT: 


MATTERS CONSIDERED: 


Ee 
Te report dated January 25, 1963 from the Comassioncs © 
and works the 
Business Improvement District. 
that the decorative street lights in 
that the decoretteeuge in 1962 with a further review to be eae by 
the Public works Commi 


Mr. Taylor advised that during 1982 
maintenance of the 40 standards 
replacement of only six globes. The average 

these standards is $37.79 as compared to & City-wide average of 


of Engineering 


Streetsville Business Imp 


CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
MINUTES 


PUBLIC WORKS 
Thursday, February 17, 1983 
Committee Room ‘At at 9:00 a.m. 


Councillor D. Culham, Chairman 
Vice-Chai 


Mr. J. Rogers, rman 
Councillor 0. Cook 
Councillor M. Marland (arrived 9:30 a.m.) 


Mr. x I i. 
mr. W. Schofield 
mr. D. A. Strutt 


Mayor H. 

Councillor R. Skjerum 

Councillor T. Southorn (left at 10:40 a.m.) 

mr. W. P. Taylor, Commissioner of Engineering and works 
Maintenance 


mr. A. McDonald, . Engineering 
Mrs. C. Dodds, Committee Co-ordinator 


(left at 10:40 a.m.) 


ttee at the end of 1982. 


, the total cost for the 
was $1,511.56, which included the 
ntenance cost for 


from the Commissioner 


15, 1982 
and works on the street lighting in the 
District, be received." 
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-~2- February 17, 1983 
ITEM 1 CONTINLED... 


It was moved by Mayor McCallion that the decorative street lights in 
the Streetsville Business Improvement District be maintained by the . 
City of Mississauga. Request for Report 91-82 in this regard was | 
deleted from the Summary of Unfinished Business. : 


F .02.05.03 , 
See Recommendation #10 (Mayor H. McCallion) 





2. On February 14, 1983, Council adopted the following recommendation of 
General Committee at its meeting on February 2, 1983: ’ ‘ 


"That the following Public Works Committee recommendation (January i. 
20, 1983) be referred back to the Committee for further consideration: ‘o- 


(a) the following policy be adopted with respect to the 
provision of central air conditioning or mechanical ventilation 
systems in residential buildings in plans of subdivision 


abutting a major noise source: 
(i) That central air conditioning or mechanical ventilation 


~—s*- 
Saal 


systems not ee ne 
Agreements for lots in plans abutting a major noise 
source. 


(ii) That in lieu of the provision nf eontnel ais 
conditioning, the developer o . immediately abutting 


Agreement or 
Dtiaaat tak teen auncated, te requized to 





-that the duct work in units to be located on lands 
immediately abutting a major noise source be of a size 
ing a future installation of a 


Commissioner of Building. 


-that clauses satisfactory to the City Solicitor be 
incorporated into the registered Financial Agreement for 
the development which would advise owners that the 
interior noise levels may exceed City and Ministry of the 
Environment's guideline limits when either the windows or | -: 
doors are open, and that the provision of central air ' 
conditioning or alternative is the sole responsibility of 

the owner, and that no demands are to be made of the City 
or Region for the provision of further noise attenuation 
works. 

























-~3- February 17, 1983 


ITEM 2 CONTINUED... 


(iii) That clauses satisfactory to the City Solicitor be 
incorporated into the appropriate purchase and sale 
agreements with the prospective homeowners which would 
advise owners of the contents of the noise warning 
clauses in the Financial Agreement registered on the 
title of their lands. 


(iv) That in subdivisions where central air conditioning or a 
mechanical ventilation system is required by an executed 
ral principle 


Servicing or Engineering Agreement, the 
be adopted that a developer will be permitted to delete 
this requirement upon execution of a registerable 


Agreement between the prospective homeowner and the City 


wherein the homeowner acknowledges that the interior 
noise levels may exceed City and Ministry of the 


Environment's guideline limits when either the windows or 


doors are open, that the provision of central air 


conditioning or alternative is the sole responsibility of 


the owners, and that no demands are to be made of the 
City or the Region for the provision of further noise 


attenuation works. This agreement is to be registered by 


the City at the cost of the developer once the title of 


the concerned lot has been transferred to the prospective 


homeowner. 


(b) That a copy of this policy be forwarded to the Region of Peel." 


Councillor Southorn 
it would relate to the new development at the north/west corner of 
Winston Churchill Boulevard and Derry Road. Mr. Taylor suggested 
that the order and wording of the recommendation had caused some 
confusion, but that Clause (iv) of the recommendation addressed 
Councillor Southorn's concerns. 


The recommendation was clarified and moved by Mr. J. Rogers. 


A.00.02.01 
L.07.03.01 : 
See Recommendation #11 (J. Rogers 


Councillor Marland requested that the time of the Public Works 
Committee meeting be re-scheduled back to 9:30 a.m. since the 
9:00 a.m. time conflicted with another meeting. 


File: A.03.04.06 
See Recommendation #12 (M. Marland) 


expressed his concern about the recommendation as 
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| 
: -~4- February 17, 1983 | 
) 4 
) | . 4, Mr. J. Rogers and Councillor Marland reported mud tracking on Highway | “ge 
. | : No. 10, just north of the C.P.R. tracks. Other locations ment ioned 
were: ‘ ; 
| -First Line East, south of Highway 401 | | 
| ~Glen Erin Drive and Derry Road : 
| ~Kaneff Crescent : 
| | 
| | If the builders responsible failed to remove the mud tracking by | 
) 700 p.m. on February 17, 1983, the Commissioner of Engineering and | | 
| works was directed to clean the roads with the costs charged back to | 
j the builder. a | 
| F.02.01 z 4 
| | 
| | Be Councillor Culham requested a report from the Commissioner of 
i ! | a Engineering and Works, for the next meeting of the Public works 
| | Committee, on the status of glass recycling in the City of 
| Mississaugga. | 
F.05.04.05 
6. Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public works Committee 
as of February 15, 1983. 
Councillor Marland pointed out that regulations on the number of 
passengers travelling in a car is impossible to enforce and therefore 
recommended the deletion of Request for Report 246-82. | 
A.03.04.06 | 
RECEIVED | 
See Recommendation #13 (M. Marland) | 
| | 
RECOMMENDATIONS: As per Report No. 3-83 | 
ADJOURNMENT: 10:15 a.m. | 
CHRISTINE DODDS, COMMITTEE CO-ORDINATOR ad 
0016C/68C | 
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REPORT NO. 3-83 | 

ee ‘ 

| TO: The General Committee of the City of Mississauga. | 


LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: 


The Public works Committee presents its third report and recommends: 


lo, That the City of Mississauga continue to maintain the decorative 
Street lights in the Streets 


ville Business Improvement District and 
that the report dated February 15, 1983 from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and works in this regard, be received. 


F.02.05.03 | 
(38-10-83) 


That in subdivisions where central air conditioning Or a mechanical 


' 
ventilation system is required by an executed Servicing or | 
Engineering Agreement, the general principle be adopted that a im 
developer will be permitted to delete this ) 


requirement, based on the | 
following conditions, and upon execution of a registerable Agreement 
between rs prospective homeowner and 
the 
ony of Mississauga and Ministry of t 


imits when either the windows or doors are open 


of central air conditioning or alternative is t 
of the owners, and that no demands are to be made of the City of 
Mississauga or the Region of 


agreement is to be registered by the City of mi 
of the developer once the title of the conce 
transferred to the prospective homeowner. 


= ; 
(a) That the duct work in units to be located on lands immediately 
abutting a major noise source be of a size capable of 
accommodating a future installation of @ central air 
conditioner to the 


+ 2 ot ewe ew. 4 mee 


(b) That clauses Satisfactory to the City Solicitor be incorporated ) 
into the registered Financial A 


greement for the development ) 
which would advise owners that the interior noise levels may 
exceed City and Ministry of the Environment! 


when either the windows or doors 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
THURSDAY, MARCH 17, 1983 AT 9:30 A.M. 
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A.03.04.06 Summary of Unfinished Business 





5.04.05 Glass Recycling Depot 


F.02.06.01 Streetlighting Maintenance Charges in 1982 


J. 
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F.02.05.01 Grade Separations-Torbram Road & Goreway Drive at C.N.R. 
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° | 
CITY OF MISSISSAUGA | 
PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE THURSDAY, MARCH 17, 1983 | 
730 A.M, 
eters - 
AGENDA ) 


MATTERS FOR CONSIDERATION: 





l, Report dated March 11, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering & 


Works requested by the Public Works Committee at its last a 
held on February 17, 1983, on the status of glass recycling in t 
City of Mississauga. 


| 
: 
: 
. 
| 
Mr. Taylor advises that Mississauga Clean City Committee has | 
approached his department suggesting that they take over the glass 
recycling depot on condition that they be allowed to use the glass | 
crusher and that the depot be located at the Mavis Road Yard. 
) 


Mr. Taylor recommends: 


(a) That the Mississauga Clean City Committee be permitted to use 
the glass crusher at the Mavis Road yard and that they be 


authorized to operate a Glass Recycling Depot at that location 
in conjunction with the Newspaper Depot. 


(b) That the general public be encouraged to bring their newspapers 
and glass bottles to that location. 


eo <——~ oee  ~ee ~- 


(c) That the Information and Public Relations Department be 
instructed to publicize the operation of the Glass Recycling 
Depot | 


(d) That the Mississauga Clean City Committee be responsible for | 
control of litter around the site as a result of their | 
operations at the Mavis Road yard. | 


F.05.04.05 
RECOMMEND ADOPTION 





2s Report dated March 11, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering & 


Works as requested the Public Works Committee, detailing the 
breakdown the $860, of streetlighting maintenance charges in 1982 
under the headings of Vandalism, Damage by traffic accidents where 
the drivers are unknown; replacement of bulbs and luminaire washing; 
mc tg updating of records; clerical and the rental of Bell Canada 


F.02.06.01 
RECOMMEND RECEIPT 
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sien March 17, 1983 | . 


Report dated March 1l, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works requested by the Public Works Committee on December 16, 1982, . 
on the feasibility of composting leaves accumulated as a result of | 
the Leaf Pickup Programme. 


Mr. Taylor advises that he has discussed this proposal with the 
Recreation & Parks Department and the response he received is (1) the . 
only available land would be in Erindale and Jack Darling Parks; 

(2) the required machinery would cost approximately $70,000; 


handle the management of the leaves to enusre decomposition; and 
(4) the end product would likely only be suitable for shrub beds and 
not for topdressing sports fields. 


In view of this response, Mr. Taylor suggests that it would not be 
feasible or practical to implement a wholesale leaf compost ing | 
programme. A member of the Recreation and Parks Department will be 
in attendance at the meeting to discuss this matter. ) 


J.04.02 
J.05.01 
RECOMMEND RECEIPT 


Report dated March 10, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works on the request of the Council of the Region of Peel on 

r 30th, 1982, that the Cities of Brampton and Mississauga 
consider placing a high priority on the installation of grade 
separations at the C.N.R. track crossings on Torbram Road (north) and 
Goreway Drive, south of Steeles Avenue. 


Mr. Taylor advises that Functional Studies have been completed for ! | 
these grade separations as well as the Torbram Road (south) 

crossing. The total estimated cost of the Goreway Drive separation 

is 5.6 million dollars of which the municipalities joint share would | 

be 1.2 million dollars and the total estimated cost of the Torbram 

Road north separation is 7.4 million dollars of which the | 
municipalities joint share would be 1.8 million dollars. As far as 
relative priorities of each grade separation is concemed, Torbram 
Road (north) rates higher than Goreway Drive, notwithstanding the 
fact that both locations are warranted. The City of Brampton has 
tentatively included the Torbram Road north grade separation project 


“—— -? 
J 


if} ee 
in its 1983 Capital works Programme pending the financial commitment | | ' | 
of the City of Mississauga. While the City of Mississauga has not | | 
included either the Torbram Road north or the Goreway Drive - 
separation in the Five-Year Capital Budget, Mr. Taylor suggests thet Le | ; 
the Torbram Road (north) project should now be included. | | er 
i: 
| 
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com! William P. Taylor, Commissioner . 
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Pet nq 


- - 


ke ' 
| ) : ; ¢ cow's PEPARTVE "=! March 11, 1983 

> ws. ote ee J 
| SUBJECT: Glass Recycling ; 
ORIGIN: Public Works Committee Meeting - February 17, 1983 | 


COMMENTS : At the last Public Works Committee meeting a report was requested 
on the status of glass recycling in the City of Mississauga. 
following is a brief outline on the present status of this item. 


oro 
oe 


The Mississauga Clean City Committee approached the Engineering 

Department suggesting that they take over the Glass Recycling 

Depot on the basis that the City would permit MCCC to use the 
glass crusher and that it be relocated to the Mavis Road yard. | 
The MCCC plan to operate the crusher with the use of volunteer ) 
help with the exception of one student who will be used to 


operate the crusher. 


We advised the MCCC that we would be prepared to assist them in 
any way we can in order that the Glass Recycling Depot could be 

made available again to the citizens without any cost to the City. ie 
We feel that the MCCC can operate a successful Recycling Centre | ) 


due to the fact that the salary and wages involved, for all 
this should be 


a 


practical purposes, are zero and therefore 
encouraged. 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 1. That the Mississauga Clean City Committee be permitted to use 
the glass crusher at the Mavis Road yard and that they be 
authorized to operate a Glass Recycling Depot at that location 
in conjunction with the Newspaper Depot. 


2. That the general public be encouraged to bring their newspapers 
and glass bottles to that location. 


3. That the Public Affairs Department be instructed to publicize 
the operation of the Glass Recycling Depot. . 


4. That the Mississauga Clean City Committee be responsible for | 
control of litter around the site as a result of r | 


operations in the Mavis Road "] | f 
Sf 
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Commissioner, 
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| | anaes mae a me! — March 17, 1983 \ if 
. W. ee 
) | ! SUBJECT : Streetlighting Maintenance | 
) | 
“4 | ORIGIN: Public Works Committee Meeting - February 17, 1982 i= ) 
| COMMENTS: At the last Public Works Committee meeting we were requested to | | 
report on a detailed breakdown of streetlight maintenance in the 74 ) 
year 1982. The 1982 Streetlight Budget basically comprises of . 
three items: 
1. Energy Charges $973,000.00 
2. Maintenance Cost $872,800.00 
$148,100.00 


3. Debenture Debt Payments 
The following is a breakdown of maintenace charges: 


1. Vandalism $ 98,000.00 | 
2. Damage by traffic accidents - , | 
drivers unknown $ 9,000.00 Ri 

3. Replacement of bulbs and luminaire ) 
$680 ,000.00 . 


washing 
(This figure includes replacement of 


burned out bulbs, ballast, relays, 
photo electric cells, underground 
wiring breaks and overhead wiring : | 


repairs. ) 
4. Drafting, updating of records, clerical $ 72,000.00 


5. Rental of Bell Canada poles $ 1,000.00 | 
$860,000.00 | 
Note: All of the above costs include overhead charges | | 


administered by Hydro Mississauga which includes | 
administration, supervision, employee benefits, | . 
inventory costs of handling and purchasing materials. 


RECOMMENDATION: That the report dated March 11, 1983, with respect to ' ‘ 
Streetlighting Maintenance, submitted by William P. Taylor, ) 4 


Commissioner of Engineering and Works, be received. 







William P. Taylor, P 
Commissioner, 
Engineering 


AEM: dw 


c.c. Mr. E. M. Halliday 
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i Joi | March 11, 1983 : 
. » OF PARTsecey & . . 
ie ee *; : 


spew sagas P. W. DATE "ME 27, 1983 ( 
Leaf Pickup Programme 


ORIGIN: Public Works Committee - December 1982. 
Request No. 292-82 
" (Report of W. P. Taylor dated December 10, 1982) 


At the Public Works Committee meeting on December 16, 1982, we | | 
were requested to investigate the possibility of composting leaves | 
accumulated as a result of the Leaf Pickup Programme and report 

back to the Public Works Committee. | . | eet 


As Committee is aware, we dumped the leaves picked up in 1982 in | 
Erindale Park with the permission of the Parks Department. Prior | ee 
to 1982 we used to dump the leaveson lands owned by J. Heck & Sons, 

Sheridan Nurseries, and Leaver Murray Landscape Supplies, and . 
deposit the remainder at the Region of Peel landfill site. The | : 
private Companies mulched the leaves with soil for use as topsoil. | ) 
We have requested the Recreation and Parks Department to comment ale 
on the feasibility and viability of composting the leaves and 

turning same into useful topsoil and I quote hereunder their | 
response to that request. oat 


"1. Available Land 
Erindale and Jack Darling Parks are the only two park areas 
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) considered large enough to accommodate composting and storage | 
! of leaves without infringement on neighbouring residents. | 

| | The composting of leaves into usable topsoil takes several | | 

| és years before it can be used as topdressing on sports field | | 
turf areas. ; 
| 2. Capital Costs fe | 


In order to turn leaf mulch into usable topsoil the City 
would need to purchase a large soil shredder to pulverize | 
leaves and to mix with other soil elements. The cost of " | . 
this machinery is approximately $70,000.00. 
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Chairman and Members of the 
Public Works Committee ' 


March 11, 1983 
Page 2 


Subject: Leaf Pickup Programme 
COMMENTS - cont'd. 3. Labour 


The leaves must be turned over regularly and often by front : 
end loaders to promote decomposition and to prevent 
spontaneous combustion in the stored piles. In addition, : 
sand, clay, nitrogen and other soil elements must be added 
at this time. The leaves picked up off the streets by use | : j 
of the large truck mounted vacuums must also be hand cleared . ( 4 








- 
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of stones, bottles, cans, sticks and other related garbage. 
All of this work would require a fair amount of labour which 
our Department would be hard pressed to provide, particularly 
under todays staffing restraints. 


4. Usefulness 


Decayed leaf mulch is good for shrub beds, but not suitable 
for topdressing of sports fields unless stored, turned over, 
and shredded over many years. Horticultural maintenance in 
terms of digging leaves into shrub and flower beds has almost 
been completely eliminated through budget restraints. 

Topsoil for topdressing of sports fields must be clear of 

all obstructions and easily raked into the grass." 


In view of the foregoing, it is our opinion that it would not be 
practical or feasible to implement a wholesale leaf composting 
programme. 


We have requested a member of the Recreation and Parks Department 
to be present at the Public Works Committee mec*ing during the 
discussion of this item. 


RECOMMENDATION: That the report dated March 11, 1983, with respect to the Leaf 
Pickup Programme, submitted by William P. Taylor, Commissioner : 
of Engineering and Works, be received. . 






AEM: dw William P. Taylor, 
Commissioner, 
Engineering . 


Mr. Ian Scott 
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| ) f penn penaereecee = § March 10, 1983 j : 
| aiiiiemenisasdial deteemadmekieeeiell | | 
| SUBJECT : Grade Separations - Torbram Road and Goreway Drive at C.N.R. | 
| | | ORIGIN: Engineering and Works Department. | 
| ) | 
4 | COMMENTS : The Council of the Region of Peel on September 30, 1982, approved ta 


the following resolution: 


"That the Cities of Brampton and Mississauga be requested to 

give consideration to placing a high priority on the | 
installation of grade separations on Torbram Road and . 
Goreway Drive south of Steeles Avenue." 


This resolution was enacted as a result of a delegation by 
- R. V. Doty, Regional Manager for the C.N.R., regarding 
rail traffic south of Steeles Avenue on the C.N.R. line. 


The Torbram Road north and the Goreway Drive level crossings are 
both located on the C.N.R.'s York Subdivision line which provides 
rail interconnection to the C.N.R. Intermodal Terminal site which 
is located north of Steeles Avenue in the City of Brampton. The 
Torbram Road north and the Goreway Drive Grade Separations 
Functional Studies have been completed as well as the Torbram 
— south crossing which is on the C.N.R.'s Western Subdivision 
ne. 


The estimated cost of the Goreway Drive grade separation is 


5-6 Million Dollars gross with the share of the various Authorities 
being as follows: 


| 
. 
) 


Municipality 1.2 Million Dollars ) | 

M.T.C. 1.2 Million Dollars | *, 
C.T.C. 3.2 Million Dollars ) , 
C.N.R. $62,500.00 | 


The estimated cost of the Torbram Road north grade separation is 
7.4 Million Dollars gross. 


Municipality 1.8 Million Dollars | 
fe ie 1.8 Million Dollars ; 
C.7.£. 3.8 Million Dollars 

C.N.R. $62,500.00 


Note: The C.T.C. share is calculated on the assumption that the 
present U.T.A.P. formula for cost sharing grade separations 
would be extended. 
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Chairman and Members of the 
Public Works Committee 
March 10, 1983 

Page 2 


Subject: Grade Separations - 


Torbram Road and Goreway Drive at C.N.R. 


COMMENTS - cont'd. The Municipal share of the works would be cost shared between 
the City of Mississauga and the City of Brampton, probably on 
. = edgy due to the fact that the City boundary is the 
-N.R. line. 


concerned, Torbram Road north rates higher than Goreway Drive 
notwithstanding the fact that both locations are warranted for grade 
separations. The Torbram Road level crossing has approximately 

5! trains per day with an A.A.D.T. of 12,000 while the Goreway ' 
Drive crossing has 31 trains per day with a 10,000 A.A.D.T. -- ' 


the reason being that there is more Western Canada traffic than | 
Eastern Canada traffic. | 


As far as the relative priorities of each grade separation is \ 


We are in receipt of a letter from the City of Brampton's 
Public Works Committee indicating that they have included in 
their tentative 1983 Capital Works Programme the Torbram Road } 
north/C.N.R. grade separation project, however, as they point out, 
the decision on whether it will be _——— by Brampton Council 
will be based on the willingness of t City of Mississauga to 
participate in the cost sharing. The letter requests us to . 
review this matter and advise the City of Brampton on our position 

of cost sharing this project with them on a 50/50 basis. As 
Committee is aware, neither the Torbram Road north nor the 
Goreway Drive grade separations have been included in the City of 
Mississauga's Five-Year Capital Budget at the present time. 


It should be pointed out to Committee, however, that there has 

been complaints of extensive delays occurring at the Torbram 

Road north crossing and the Engineering Department undertook 

certain vehicular delay studies at the Torbram Road north and 
the Goreway Drive crossings as well as other C.N.R. and C.P.R. . 
level crossings for comparison purposes. The results indicated 
that the longest delays to vehicles occurred at the Goreway Drive 
and Torbram Road north lines and the main reason for this is the 
number of shunting movements to the Malport Intermodal terminal. 


Table No. 1 indicates the length of time crossing gates were 
down based on average, minimum and maximum for the crossings 
sampled and the total number of gate closings during the 

12 hour period of study. 
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Chairman and Members of the ‘ 
Public Works Committee : 4 
March 10, 1983 . 
Page 3 


Subject: Grade Separations - 

Torbram Road and Go Drive at C.N.R. 
COMMENTS - cont'd. | . 
TABLE 1 
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Railway Grade ength of Time Gates Closed (Minutes) 


| | 
| if 
\verage Maximum [Total No. of 
losings - 12 hr. 
Period | 
* 






30 
22 
20 
14 a | 
10 | | 

66 

62 





It was also recorded during the study that 40 vehicles by-passed 
the crossing gates at the Goreway Drive crossing while the gates 
were down and proceeded across the tracks. Numerous other vehicles 
left the Torbram Road crossing and retraced their route while the 
gates were down. 


We are of the opinion that the Torbram Road north grade separation 

has a high priority and probably should be included in the Five-Year | 
Capital Budget of the City. The extent of the money required would | 
depend on the amount of the C.T.C. money available and this cannot 

be determined at this time, however, it is premature to look at it 

as part of the 1983 budget. It would appear to us that the Board 

Order would in fact be issued to the City of Brampton and that the 

City of Brampton would be responsible for the design, supervision < 
and construction of the grade separation. The City of Mississauga | ' 
would only be involved in it from a cost sharing standpoint. | 


rs 
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In view of the foregoing study results and due to the fact that 7 
the request to expedite this matter originated from the C.N.R. it Ty ; 
is saggested that staff of the Cities of Brampton and Mississag . +7 
meet with representatives of the C.N.R. and C.T.C. to discuss t 

scheduling and possible funding commitments for the future grade : 
separation of Torbram Road north and the C.N.R. and to determine 
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Chairman and Members of the 
Public Works Committee ’ 


March 10, 1983 
Page 4 


Subject: Grade Separations - 


Torbram Road and Goreway Drive at C.N.R. 


COMMENTS - cont'd. C.N.R. rail movements in order to reduce vehicular delay and | 
improve traffic safety at the Torbram Road north and Goreway 
Drive level crossings. a 


RECOMMENDATIONS : 1. That staff of the Cities of Brampton and Mississauga meet 
with representatives of the C.N.R. and C.T.C. to discuss 
scheduling and possible funding commitments for the future 
grade separation of Torbram Road north and the C.N.R. and 
to determine in the interim what operational improvements 
can be made to the C.N.R. rail movements in order to reduce 
vehicular delay and improve traffic safety at the Torbram 
Road north and Goreway Drive level crossings. 


| 2. That the Commissioner of Engineering and Works report back 

) to the Public Works Committee as to the outcome of these 

) meetings with a recommendation as to when the funding of 
the Torbram Road north grade separation at the C.N.R. should 
be included in the City's Capital Budget. 


That the City of Brampton be so advised. 


| | : William P. Taylor, P. 
Commissioner, 
| . Engineering and 
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SUMMARY OF UNFINISHED BUSINESS 128C/17C Page 1 





SOURCE DUE DATE NO. OF 
REVISIC 
168-81 Eng. & Works Sod Damage to Boulevards- Public Works - June 18/81 Mar. 18/83 9 


Problem Areas, i.e. bus stops, 
School Routes, etc. 


61-8. no. Fork o-Ordination of Mainte ce Se ces, Surre sudgeE 
i.e. boulevard cutting,parks cutting 


T~A=-y nw. work ePasibi |: of Construct ine nn lec SUblic We ’ Te = 
pavement as a speed deterrent on 
roadway at Mineola Rd. E. and Mineola 






OF EE Oe ee ee we 


ee pm. Oe Bw - 


ee a ee ce ee 








98-8 TC Work: eek Mainte 


> ' Cc “ree , Memc jor er y wv. —? : n/a | 
the Mary Fix Creek from Councillor D. Qu | 
Culham 


) 
| 
| 
) 
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92-87 ro. Work: "iCk-up Public Works - Dec. 16/8: Mor: 0/E 
Report of W.P.T. ~Dec.10/82 
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Dept. 
P. W. DATE £125: CLIRK'S DEPARTMENT = & 
leneews. .. / ~semecommem. “ieee meres March ai, 1983. 

SUBJECT: ‘ Standard acoustical fence designation sign. 


ORIGIN: Councillor R. Skjarum. 


Engineering and Works 





tne 









COMMENTS: In the past, the City Engineering Dept. and the area 
| Councillors were receiving numerous inquiries from | 
potential home purchasers with regards to location and | 
| . | maintenance responsibilities of acoustical fences ) 
; . constructed along the rear and side of properties abutting 

i. major noise sources. | | 
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To assist the eventual homeowners at the time they are | 

examining the site for the purpose of purchasing the home, . 
| we have prepared the attached standard “Acoustical Fence 

| Designation Sign" to be incorporated into future Servicing 

’ . Agreements. 


) This standard requires the developer to erect a sign of 
stipulated size and location on the lot side of the 
| acoustical fence which will indicate the maintenance 

|. Me responsibility and location of the subject barrier. 


oz RECOMENDATION: That City of Mississauga Engineering Dept. Standard 1-7-5 
 * | "Standard Acoustical Fence Designation Sign" be adopted and . . 
— the sign be installed in accordance with this standard. 
| : : 






William P. Taylor, P. 
Commissioner 
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ALL DIMENSIONS IN MILLIMETRES 


TOP OF EXIST. ACOUSTICAL _ 
bed FENCE 


. SIGNS TO BE MOUNTED ¢ 

, . ACOUSTICAL FENCE AT 

! 8 | INTERVALS NOT LESS THAN 
METRES. 


2. ALL LETTERING TO BE BLOCK 
SERIES 











THIS ACOUSTICAL FENCE iS LOCATED ENTIRELY 
WITHIN THE BUILDING LOT (0 ft -FROM REAR 


PROPERTY LINE) AND IS THE PROPERTY OF THE 
INDIVIDUAL LOT OWNER 
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| 3 ALL ASPECTS OF PREPARATION ) 
INSTALLATION OF SIGN ARE TO BE ; 
MAINTENANCE OF THIS FENCE IS THE SOLE AND WORKS” TYE COMMISSIONER OF ENG | 


RESPONSIBILITY OF THE INDIVIDUAL LOT OWNER. 






UPPER CASE LETTERING 






4° THIS MEASUREMENT 15 TO DENOTE THE Ex 
* LOCATION OF THE ACOUSTICAL WALL FROw 
THE REAR LOT LINE.THE MEASUREMENT ue 
ON THIS STANDARD IS FOR SAMPLE PURPO: 
ONLY. 
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. RESISTANT SIGN PAINT TO BE USED THROUG 
| a : | Jap 6. SIGN TO BE DISPLAYED oN LoT 

| ; _* SIDE OF .FENCE 

4 


: 
. 5 “ONE ‘SHOT "(OR Pa re Se ORMEATHER 
GROUND | 





SIGN CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
aq SPECIFICATIONS 


Fe; ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 


oe 





- 
* te 






STANDARD 
$002 300: 6 
| == ACOUSTICAL FENCE |. |. 





| See WHITE ToRawn By: 


PLAN N® 1-7 i-7-5 


Li _ ——~| DESIGNATION SIGN 
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Engineering and Works 






i CLOPS DEPARTMENT _| | 
repeat March ll, 1983. | | | 


Standard acoustical fence designation sign. a : ; 


Councillor R. Skjarum. 


In the past, the City Engineering Dept. and the area 
Councillors were receiving numerous inquiries from 
potential home purchasers with regards to location and 
maintenance responsibilities of acoustical fences 
constructed along the rear and side of properties abutting 
major noise sources. 


To assist the eventual homeowners at the time they are 
examining the site for the purpose of purchasing the home, 
we have prepared the attached standard "Acoustical Fence 
Designation Sign" to be incorporated into future Servicing 
Agreements. 
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This standard requires the developer to erect a sign of 
stipulated size and location on the lot side of the | | 
acoustical fence which will indicate the maintenance “a 
responsibility and location of the subject barrier. 
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| 
That City of Mississauga Engineering Dept. Standard 1-7-5 "ea 
"Standard Acoustical Fence Designation Sign" be adopted and 
the sign be installed in accordance with this standard. 









William P. Taylor, P. 
Commissioner 


Engineering 
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METRIC vesion arch gf We alger/ 
ALL DIMENSIONS IN MILLIMETRES TOP OF EXIST. ACOUSTICAL ped Lh ff) c me 


FENCE : 
| ; | 1. SIGNS TO BE MOUNTED 


| 8 


THIS ACOUSTICAL FENCE IS LOCATED ENTIRELY 
WITHIN THE BUILDING LOT (+Oft .FROM REAR 
PROPERTY LINE) AND IS THE PROPERTY OF THE 
INDIVIDUAL LOT OWNER 


ao 4 
* 


ACOUSTICAL FENCE AT 
INTERVALS NOT LESS THAN 535 
METRES. 


2. ALL LETTERING TO BE BLOCK - 
SERIES ‘Cc: q 
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3 ALL ASPECTS OF PREPARATION AND 
INSTALLATION OF SIGN ARE TO BE 
APPROVED BY THE OF ENG. 


MAINTENANCE OF THIS FENCE IS THE SOLE 
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE INDIVIDUAL LOT OWNER. 
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UPPER CASE LETTERING 


—. <a 


: 

) 4" THIS MEASUREMENT IS TO DENOTE THE EXACT 
| - LOCATION OF THE ACOUSTICAL WALL FROM 

ia THE REAR LOT LINE. THE MEASUREMENT USED 
| ON THIS STANDARD IS FOR SAMPLE PURPOSES 


. 5 “ONE SHOT"(OR EQUAL)EXTERIORWEATHER —~ 
RESISTANT SIGN PAINT TO BE USED THROUGHOUT 














6. SIGN TO BE DISPLAYED ON LOT 
SIDE OF .FENCE 


GROUND 


SIGN CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
SPECIFICATIONS ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 


lt teal STANDARD 
watests “ACOUSTICAL FENCE 


DESIGNATION SIGN 
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MEETING #4 

NAME OF COMMITTEE: PUBLIC WORKS 

DATE OF MEETING: Thursday, March 17, 1983 
PLACE OF MEETING: Committee Room 'A' at 9:30 a.m. 


MEMBERS PRESENT: Councillor D. Culham, Chairman ' ; 
Mr. J. Rogers, Vice-Chairman | 


Councillor D. Cook Hj ’ 
Councillor M. Marland t 
Mr. J. C. Saddington | 
Mr. W. Schofield 
Mr. D. A, Strutt 
Mayor H. McCallion (9:50 a.m. to 10:30 a.m.) : 
; 


MEMBERS ABSENT: Nil 


a i 


ee ee Oe 


STAFF PRESENT: Mr. W. P. Taylor, Commissioner of Engineering and works 
Mr. A. McDonald, Director, Maintenance Engineering 
Mr. R. Doyle, Director of Parks 
Mrs. C. Dodds, Committee Co-ordinator 


MATTERS CONSIDERED: 


i. Report dated March 11, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering & 
Works requested by the Public Works Committee at its meeting held on 
February 17, 1983, on the status of glass recycling in the City of 
Mississauga. 


Mr. Taylor advised that the Mississauga Clean City Committee 
approached his department Suggesting that they take over the glass 
recycling depot, at no cost to the City of Mississauga on condition 
that they be allowed to use the glass crusher and that the depot be 
located at the Mavis Road Yard. 


Mr. Taylor recommended: 
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(a) That the Mississauga Clean City Committee be permitted to use ; 
the glass crusher at the Mavis Road Yard and be authorized to | . 
operate a Glass Recycling Depot at that location in con junction 
with the Newspaper Depot. 


(6) That the general public be encouraged to bring their newspapers | 





and glass bottles to that location. | ene Oa be 
i: 
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| -2- March 17, 1983 ) 
| | ITEM 1 CONTINUED | , | 
| | (c) That the Public Affairs Department be instructed to publicize | | 
| | the operation of the Glass Recycling Depot. ; 
| ) (d) That the Mississauga Clean City Committee be responsible for : | 
) control of litter around the site as a result of their 
: ' 
' 


_ 
) 1 | 
| 


operations at the Mavis Road yard. 


) It was recognized that while the glass companies were able to use 

glass delivered to their processing plants by the Mississauga Clean | 

City Committee, or other similar groups, the market might not warrant 

the establishment of a pick-up service by these companies. Staff was 

requested to obtain from Consumers' Glass and Domglas, information on | | 
’ 


oo" 
—_ 


the present status of the market for re-cycled glass. Councillor 
Marland moved adoption of the aforementioned recommendation. 


| | | F.05.04.05 a 
) | See Recommendation #14 (M. Marland) | 
APPROVED | 


Report dated March 11, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering & 
Works as requested by the Public Works Committee, breaking down the 
$860,000 streetlighting maintenance charges in 1982 into headings of 
Vandalism, Damage by traffic accidents where the drivers are unknown; 
Replacement of bulbs and luminaire washing; Drafting; Updating of ; 
records clerical and the Rental of Bell Canada poles. 


It was pointed out that of the $872,000 budget figure, $860,000 had 
been t, allowing a current surplus of $12,000. Councillor Culhem 
Grew the Committee's attenton to the $98,000 cost of vandalism. 


_ a o. mm -oe- . 


Councillor Marland moved receipt of the report. 


F.02.06.01 
See Recommendation #15 (M. Marland) 
RECEIVED 


ooureegee og 


Report dated March 11, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works requested by the Public Works Committee on December 16, 1982, 
on the feasibility of composting leaves accumulated as a result of 
the Leaf Pickup Programme. 


Mr. Taylor advised that he had discussed this proposal with the ) | 
Recreation & Parks Department and the response he received was (1) 
the only available land would be in Erindale and Jack Darling Parks; 
(2) the required machinery would cost approximately $70,000; 

(3) under the current staffing restraints, their department would be 
hard pressed to provide the necessary labour to remove debris and 
handle the management of the leaves to ensure decomposition; and 

(4) the end product would likely only be suitable for shrub beds and 
not for topdressing for sports fields. 
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ITEM 3 CONTINUED... 


In view of this response, Mr. Taylor suggested that it would not be 

| : feasible or practical to implement a wholesale leaf composting 
programme . 

| | Mr. Doyle advised that both he and Mr. Scott, the Commissioner of 

. Recreation and Parks, were in favour of leaf decomposition but did 
not feel it was possible, at the present time, in view of the current 
fiscal restraints, and the cost of labour and equipment. 


' , 

| It was Chairman Culham's understanding that the Ministry of the 

Environment was currently experimenting with composting ——- and 
suggested City-owned lands off North Sheridan Way as a site for : : 
composting leaves naturally, i.e. not sorted, or turned, etc. | { 1 
| . Although decomposition would take longer by this method, he felt that 

| : | properly covered leaf piles would ultimately produce a worthwhile 

| ) ; product at little to no cost to the City. . 


— 
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; The Commissioner of Engineering and Works was requested to supply the 

| Recreation and Parks Department with a map showing the City-owned | 
: | | vacant-lands and the staff of the Recreation and Parks Department was 
directed to consult this map with a view to recommending sites for | 
| the natural composting of leaves on an experimental basis. | 


Councillor Cook moved receipt of the report. 


3.04.02 

3.05.01 

See Recommendation #16 (D. Cock) 
RECEIVED 


i « Report dated March 10, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works on the request of the Council of the Region of Peel on 
September 30th, 1982, that the Cities of Brampton and Mississauga 
consider placing a high priority on the installation of grade 
separations at the C.N.R. track crossings on Torbram Road (north) and 
Goreway Drive, south of Steeles Avenue. 


Mr. Taylor advised that Functional Studies have been completed for 
these grade separations as well as the Torbram Road (south) 
crossing. The total estimated cost of the Goreway Drive separation . 
is 5.6 million dollars of which the municipalities joint share would im 
be 1.2 million dollars and the total estimated cost of the Torbram ft 

Road north separation is 7.4 million dollars of which the | 
municipalities joint share would be 1.8 million dollars. As far as | 
relative priorities of each grade separation is concermed, Torbram 
Road north rates higher than Goreway Drive, notwithstanding the fact 
that both locations are warranted. The City of Brampton has 
tentatively included the Torbram Road north grade separation project | 
in their 1983 Capital Works Programme pending the financial = 
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wlie March 17, 1983 


ITEM 4 CONTINUED... 


commitment of the City of Mississauga. While the City of Mississauga 
has not included either the Torbram Road north or the Goreway Drive 
separation in the Five-vear Capital Budget, mr. Taylor suggested thet 
the Torbram Road north project should now be included. 


Mr. Taylor recommended: 
(a) That Staff of the Cities of Brampton and Mississauga meet with 


future grade separation of Torbram Road north and the C.N.R., 
and to determine in the interim what operational improvements 
can be made to the C.N.R. rail movements in order to reduce 
vehicluar delay and improve traffic safety at the Torbram Road 
north and Goreway Drive level crossings. 


(b) That the Commissioner of Engineering and Works report back to 
the Public Works Committee as to the outcome of these meetings 
with a recommendation as to when the funding of the Torbram 


Road north separation at the C.N.R. should be included in 
the City's Unite: Budget . 


(c) That the City of Brampton be so advised. 


Mr. Schofield, a resident of the Malton area, spoke about the need 
and urgency for the completion of both Separations and also the 
immediate need for a system to prevent spe of crossing 


gates. Mr. Taylor agreed to discuss the gate by-passing problem with 
the C.N.R. 


Mayor McCallion pointed out that the traffic generated by the 
CNR/Brampton Malport Carload Centre contributed to the congestion on 
Torbram Road. When Malport was planned, the City of Mississauga had 
pressed to have the Separation included in the plans and 
undertaken at that time. In view of Malport's traffic on Torbram 
Road, it was felt that the C.N.R.'s contribution to the grade 
Separation should be greater than the estimated $62,500. 


Pending the outcome of the proposed staff meetings, it was agreed 
that were the City of Mississauga's contribution to be minimal, 
Council should include funds for this project in the City's Capital 
Budge 


Councillor & jarum moved the staff recommendation. 


F.02.05.01 

F 02.05.03 

See Recommendation #17 (R. X jarum) 
APPROVED 
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o B« March 17, 1983 


5. Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public Works Committee ‘ 
as of March 17, 1983. 


feavest for Repo 168-81 - Sod damage to boulevards - problem areas, 
ops, es, etc. Mayor McCallion moved deletion 
of. this outstanding report and suggested that any locations of 


specific concern be reported to staff for inclusion on an inventory 
of problem areas. 


Request for a 281-81 - Co-ordination of Maintenance Services, 
-e. ng, parks cutting - Mayor McCallion moved that 
this request be deleted. The level of service was largely dictated 
by fiscal restraints and City staff had worked effectively with the 
other government agencies to eliminate the apparent differences. Any ‘ : ; 


locations of specific concern should be referred to staff. 


Request for = igo? - Feasibility of Constructing “rippled” 
pavement as a Trent on roadway at Mineola Rd. E. and 
Mineola Gardens - starr advised that a report on the rippled pavement 
would be available at the next meeting of the Committee. 


Request for Report #198-82 - Level of Service for Creek Maintenance - 

reg a report for the next meeting of tre 
Committee on the level of service for creek maintenance and the 
related costs. 


-— ee ee ee 


-_—- 


Moved by Mayor McCallion that the Summary of Unfinished Business be 
received with the deletion of Request for Reports 168-81, 281-81 and 
292-82. (see Item 3 - Recommendation #16) 


A.03.04.06 
See Recommendation #18 (Mayor H. McCallion) 
RECEIVED 


6. Report dated March 11, 1983 from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works recommending a a standard "Acoustical Fence Designation Sign" to 
be incorporated into future Servicing Agreements and erected on the 
lot side of acoustical fences abutting major noise sources to alert 
potential house purchasers to the location and maintenance 
responsibilities of the sound barrier. 


L.05.01 
See Recommendation #19 (R. & jarum) 


RECOMMENDATIONS: As per Report No. 4-83 
ADJOURNMENT: 10:40 a.m. 1 
= 
Ck i » ’ | 
CHRISTINE DODDS, COMMITTEE CO-ORDINATOR 
0016C/68C 
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MARCH 17, 1983 


PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 
REPORT NO. 4-83 
TO: The General Committee of the City of Mississauga. 


LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: 
The Public Works Committee presents its fourth report and recommends : 


14-83 (a) That the Mississauga Clean City Committee be permitted to use 

‘the glass crusher at the Mavis Road Yard and that they be 
authorized to operate a Glass coy Depot at that location 
in conjunction with the Newspaper Depot. 


(b) That the general public be encouraged to bring their newspapers 
and glass bottles to that location. 


(c) That the Public Affairs Department be instructed to publicize 
the operation of the Glass Recycling Depot. ) 


(d) That the Mississauga Clean City Committee be responsible for 
control of litter around the site as a result of their 
operations at the Mavis Road Yard. 


F.05.04.05 
(38-14-83) 


15-83 That the report dated March 11, 1983, from the Commissioner of 


ss cu & Works regarding a detailed breakdown of Streetlighting 
in the City of Mississauga, be received. 


F 02.06.01 
(38-15-83) 


16-83 That the report dated March 11, 1983, from the Commissioner of 
se 0 li and Works regarding the Leaf Pickup Programme, be 
rece . 


3.04.02 
3.05.01 
(38-16-83) 


17-83 (a) That Staff of the Cities of Brampton and Mississauga meet with 
representatives of the C.N.R. and Canadian Transport Commission 
to discuss scheduling and possible funding commitments for the 
future grade separation of Torbram Road north and the C.N.R., 
and to determine in the interim what operational improvements 
can be made to the C.N.R. rail movements in order to reduce 
vehicluar delay and improve traffic safety at the Torbram Road 


north and Goreway Drive level crossings. 
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| | -2- March 17, 1983 | 
- 
| | § ITEM 17-83 CONTINUED... » | 
) , (b) That the Commissioner of Engineering and Works report back to t | | 
; | the Public Works Committee as to the outcome of these meetings . | 
| | with a recommendation as to when the funding of the Torbram | 
| | Road north separation at the C.N.R. should be included in | | 
) the City's Capital Budget. | j 
/ | | | 
| . (c) That the City of Brampton be so advised. | 
| | 
) | F.02.05.01 | 
| ! F.02.05.03 
t (38-17-83) 
18-83 That the Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public works | 
' 


Committee as of March 17, 1983, be received and the following 
Requests for Reports be deleted from the Summary : 


| 
vest for rt_168-81 - Sod damage to boulevards - problem areas, | | 
Te bus stops, School Routes, etc. | | 
Request for Report 281-81 - Co-ordination of Maintenance Services, 
i.e. Boulevard aitting: parks cutting. 
Request for Report #292-82 - Leaf Pick-up 


19.83 That the Report dated March 11, 1983 from the Commissioner of | | 
Engineering and Works recommending Standard 1-7-5 "Standard | : . 
Acoustical Fence Designation Signs" be adopted, incorporated into 


future Servicing Agreements and the signs be installed in accordance 
with this standard. 


L.05.01 
(38-19-83) 
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THURSDAY, APRIL 28, 1983 AT 9:30 A.M, 
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CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 


| 
| 


PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE THURSDAY, APRIL 28, 1983 | 

COMMITTEE 'ATAT 9:30 A.M. , | 

: | 
| AGENDA | 


4 
; 
‘ 
: 
J 
| 


MATTERS FOR CONSIDERATION: 


i. Report dated April 11, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering & | 
Works requested by the Public works Committee at its last meet ing 
held on March 17, 1983, on the status of the market for recycled 
glass in the City of Mississauga. 


In his report, Mr. Taylor advises that the rental of a bin is $120.00 


per month, and the cost of emptying it (including transporting the | | 

bin to and from yh gy is $90.00. Based on delivery to their i} | | 
) plants, $40.00 and -00 per tonne respectively is paid by Domglass | 
and Consumers Glass. 
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F.05.04.05 
RECOMMEND RECEIPT 
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2. Report dated April 11, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works, as requested by the Public works Committee at its meeting held | 


on March 17, on the level of service for creek maintenance and the 
related costs. 















$130,000 is used for channel maintenance and improvements. Included 
in these works are the removal of siltation, minor channelization 
improvements, maintenance of stop logs in the Mullet Creek Diversion 
» Cleaning out of the weeping tile holes in concrete channels, : 
litter and debris pickup in residential areas, minor erosion control 
works and maintenance repairs to gabion walls. . 


F.03.01 
RECEIPT 





Report dated April 11, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and | ; 
Works, on the 1983 Sidewalk Construction Programme - (Normal and 
Major Roads) 
In his report, Mr. Taylor advises that the 1983 Sidewalk Construction ) ) 
programme has been prepared to reflect a total budget allocation of | . | 
$150,000.00, $100,000.00 being assigned to normal sidewalk | 
construction with the balance of $50,000.00 directed to walk | 

installation on Major Road Systems. Mr. Taylor includes a summary of | 

Sidewalks recommended for inclusion in the 1983 normal construction 


| 
programme and in the 1983 major roads construction programme, all of oF - 
which have been reviewed by the Traffic Safety Council. | ) 
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Mr. Taylor recommends :- | 
de That the following sidewalks be approved for construction in 
the 1983 Sidewalk Programme : 


Normal Construction Programme 


"Molly Avenue (Completion of N.F. Quadrant at Twine Cr.)" 
"Stanfield Road (E/S) from Queensway to 300 ft. South" 
"Dapme Avenue (N/S) and (S/S) from 120 ft west of | 
Genevieve Drive to 120 ft east of Edenturst Drive" 
"Cliff Road (W/S) from Dundas to Rudar Road" 


"Rosemary Drive (E/S) from Queensway to 800 ft northerly 
to existing walk" 
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"Pelham Avenue (S/S) from Ogden Avenue to Serson Park" a 
"Serson Avenue (S/S) from Strathy Avenue to Serson Park" 
"Strathy Avenue (E/S) from Serson Avenue to Pelham Avenue" 


"York Street (W/S) from Ripon Street to Scarborough High 
School" 


Major Road Construction Programme 
"Dundas Street (N/S) from Cawthra Road to Hensall" 
"Cawthra Road (E/S) from North Service Road to Queensway" 


"Dixie Road (E/S) from Golden Orchard Drive to Canadian 
Tire Intersection" 


2. That $9,880.00 cash contribution by Canadian Tire (Plan M-~471), 
for walk construction on Dixie Road be transferred to the 1983 
Sidewalk Construction Programme. 

ae That the following sidewalks be added to the 1983 Sidewalk 
Construction Programme if funds become available after review 
of tender prices: ) 
"Melville Avenue (N/S) from Palgrave Road to Joan Street" | 


"Studley Street (S/E) from Hull Street to Derry Road" 
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4. Report dated March 31 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works on the naming of a street relating to the extension of Matheson ; 
Boulevard to Renforth Drive. At the present time, Matheson Boulevard | 
runs easterly from Hurontario Street to Dixie Road and then easterly 
and southerly to a point approximately 1,000 ft. north of Eglinton 
Avenue. When the draft industrial plan of subdivision located east 
of Dixie Road between Aimco Boulevard and Eglinton Avenue is 
registered, Matheson Boulevard will connect to Eglinton Avenue. In 
addition to this extension, it is proposed as part of the Airport 
South Secondary Plan to extend the east/west portion of Matheson 
Boulevard easterly to Renforth Drive to connect to Renforth Drive via 


| 
' 
' 
' 
: 
a grade separated interchange. 
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In considering the naming of these two extensions to Matheson : 
Boulevard, consideration was given to naming the easterly extension ) 4 
to Renforth Drive "Matheson Boulevard”, which would involve renaming : 

the existing Matheson Boulevard allowance southerly from the proposed ' 
extension vit ge Avenue and thereby affecting approximately 100 

existing i rial premises, or altematively to leave this 
southerly road allowance as Matheson Boulevard and provide a | 
completely new name for the proposed easterly extension of Matheson ) | 
Boulevard to Renforth Drive. 


Attached to the report is a sketch identifying Matheson Boulevard 

west of the southerly directed road allowance as "A", identifying the 
southerly directed road allowance as "RB" and identifying the proposed 
road easterly from the southerly directed road ' 
allowance connecting to Renforth Drive as "C". 


Mr. Taylor recommends: 


Zs That the portion of Matheson Boulevard lying between Dixie Road | 
and the proposed intersection with the re-aligned north/south | : | 
portion of Matheson Boulevard (shown "A" on attached sketch) 
and the re-aligned north/south portion of Matheson Boulevard 
(shown "B" on attached sketch) remain as Matheson Boulevard. 


2. That the proposed extension lying between its intersection with 
the re-aligned north/south portion of Matheson Boulevard and 
Renforth Drive (shown "C™ on attached sketch) be named with a 
different name. 

3. That the name selected be referred to the Commissioner of 

and Works and the Region of Peel for approval lin ; | 
be a manner to ensure that no conflictions or duplications toe § 
exist. 
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RECOMMEND ADOPTION 


ht errr j 
—= - —_ = a A iy, Nt 





"7 


there. eee. 
la ee 






ee me ne 
ee ok ated 


Se 
ee ee ee eee ee 


a om - * 
Reyne *, 3&— . 


- A eer 





— 7 April 28, 1983 


Report dated April 22, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works, regarding the desire’ of the Region of Pee] to assume thet 
portion of —, a Boulevard between Steeles and 

De Road wit the boundary of the City of Mississauga, In 
thie coment” on April 14, 1983, the Council of the Region of Pee] 
approved the following Resolution. 


"That the Chairman meet with the Region of Halton to gain an 


agreement regard the assumption of Winston Churchi]] Boulevard 
between Steeles vy and Highway 401; 





"And further, that the City of Mississauga be requested to dedicate 
to the Region of Peel the portion of Winston Churchi]] Boulevard 
between Steeles Avenue and Derry Road." (It Was assumed by mr. 
feylor that the intent of this resolution was for the portion of 


hill Boulevard between Steeles Avenue and Derry Road 
within the limits of the City of Mississauga. ) 


In his report, Mr. Taylor points out that Winston Churchil) Boulevard 
a si i north ong limits and Dundas Street is owned by the City 
SSissauga 


the Region of Peel mreoren By the City of Miseiosarme organ th 
the Region of Peel. Mr, Taylor —— that the City has 
reconstructed W 


4 assume 
roadway is should be on the condition that it be t 
ed to the Specifications laid down by the City of 
Mississauga and the work undertaken in the 1984 Capital Budget of the 
on 


on 
in 1974, the regional road System has remained iy ee Piss 


That the Regional Municipality of Peel be advised that the City 


of Mississauga does not concur with the assumption of Winston 
Churchil} Boulevard between Derry Road and the north City 
limits by the Region of Pee]. 


A.02.04.05 


RECOMMEND ADOPTION 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 


AGENDA 


PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 


THURSDAY, MAY 19, 1983 AT 9:30 A.M. 
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| CITY OF MISSISSAUGA | | 
| . PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE THURSDAY, MAY 19, 1983 | 
| :30 A.M. 
EE ALM, 
| | | MATTERS FOR CONSIDERATION: 
. ) 
. | i. Letter from Ontario Recycling Information Service, received in the 
Mayor's Office on April 13, 1983, enclosing a copy of the 
November/December, 1982 and the January/February, 1983 issues of ; | : 
| Qtario Recycling Update published by the Recycling Council of ‘ : : 
| F.05.04.05 
| RECOMMEND RECEIPT 
2. Summary of Refuse Collection Data assembled for the years 1966 
through 1982, and the projected statistics from 1983 through to 1987. 
F.05.04.01 
RECOMMEND RECEIPT 
3. Report dated May 1é, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 


Works, on the Site Development Concept Plan for Lisgar District, 
north of Britannia Road, west of Tenth Line. Since the proposed 
servicing concept is so entirely different to the City of 
Mississauga's normal engineering standards for a residential 
development, the plan is submitted to the Public Works Committee for 
discussion purposes to evaluate the pros and cons from the City's 

- Attached to the report are the following Sketches: 


Sketch 'A'- proposed layout of the first phase, showing modules in 
varying sizes from 140' to 1¢0!' by 210' to 240’. 

Sketch 'B'- cross section of Private Road. 

Sketch 'C'- servicing concept . 


In his report, Mr. Taylor describes the servicing proposed and 
Outlines questions and comments on the advantages and disadvantages 
of the concept for discussion purposes. 


Mr. Taylor recommends: 


; 


That the Public Works Committee's comments on this concept be 
reflected into the Engineering Department's comments to the 
oe with repect to the Lisgar Site Development Concept 
Plan. 


File: C.04.07 


DIRECTION REQUIRED 
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Ontario Recycling Information Service 


A Service of the Recycling Council of Ontario ; Ars 


P.° DATE Moxy 191983 


Dear Municipal Official: 








\echee | eC He. 


Enclosed are the two most recent issues of “Ontario Recycling Update”, the bi-monthly 
newsletter of the Recycling Council of Ontario. 


We have also sent this material to your senior waste management staff. We weuld urge 
you and any council committees that deal with solid waste to consider our letter as well. 


The Recycling Council is an association of individuals, companies, and municipalities 


active in recycling, who work together to encourage the growth and development of 
source separation in Ontario. 


It is anticipated that major changes affecting the feasibility of municipal recycling will 
be taking place in Ontario in the coming year. Since municipalities have responsibility for 
the collection and/or disposal of municipal wastes, they will inevitably be affected. Keep- 
ing abreast of these new developments will be important for two reasons: 


1) municipalities stand to realise waste management savings through aggressive 
recycling, and: 


2) municipalities should be aware of policy changes planned at the Provincial 
level to ensure that any such changes make sense to you. 


We would like to bring to your attention once again an issue with which you may recently 
have had some dealings: in Ontario's soft drink container r lations 
and the on waste ma t at the munici 


The Ontario Ministry of the Environment Started, a year or more ago, to accept and 


evaluate a number of competing industry proposals on how existing beverage container 
regulations might be ammended. 


The Recycling Council first became aware of this review in August of 1982, and has 


taken an active role since then in monitoring and lobbying the Government as it works 
towards a final decision. 


elit ee I at 


One of the many options presented to the Government is of particular interest to 
municipalities. Put forward by Alcan ts Limited, to so-called “recycling 
option” is the only proposal to address all recycable municipal waste. 


If implemented, the recycling option would allow the entry of the aluminum beverage 
can into Ontario. What makes this of relevance to municipalities is that the aluminum can 
is readily recyclable, and a proven major generator of revenue for recycling programs. 
Alcan has guaranteed a floor price of $900 per ton for three years. 


We are now working towards guarantees from Alcan and the Province that recycling 
programs will have to collect less profitable materials as well as the aluminum, so that the 
beverage container issue then becomes a broader waste management issue. 


DOO Oe ee ee meme 


Ryerson Energy Centre, 50 Goutd St., Toronto, Ontario MSB 1E8 
(416) 593-1756 (Toronto area) or 1-800-387-2617 (Toll-free) 
This paper contains recycled post-consumer fibres 
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The recycling proposal has been evaluated by both the Recycling Council and the . 
Ministry of the Environment, and found to be based on sound assumptions. 


In that proposal, an expected 10% reduction in residential solid waste is predicted, 
) . through the curbside collection of newspapers, glass, steel/tin cans, and aluminim cans. 
| | Costing shows that the revenue generated by the presence of aluminum will make these 
| programs economically viable. 
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In addition, the collection of office paper grades and corrugated cardboard is expected 
to have a real and significant impact on commercial and industrial waste generation. 
& 


The traditional stumbling block to the growth of recycling has been a shortage of 
secure markets, especially for newspapers. Alcan has addressed this as well, and is. 
negotiating with the Ontario Paper Company and other end-users of recycied materials, to 
ensure that this time, the markets will be there when needed. 4 


The Recycling Council is involved at the heart of these issues, and is recognized by 
the Provincial Ministry of the Environment as a sound and practical advisor on recycling: 


We also work to keep our membership and our newsletter subscribers informed as to 
the progress of our work. Currently, we are publishing new information on the beverage 
container regulations with every issue of our newsletter. . 


As well, we sent a copy of our 18-page response to the Government’s Discussion 
Paper out to all of our members. Many of them, (including municipalities), found it was a 
good starting place for their own submission to the Government. 


We keep Ontario informed about the rapid growth in municipal recyling. We help the 
Provincial Government design policy to make it work. We solicit the views of municipal- 


ities, recycling program operators, and materials end-users, to make sure that their 
interests are represented. 


As the chairman of a municipal council, you should keep up to date on recycling. 
Even if there are currently no programs Operating or planned in your area, we think it 
likely that you will have to look into recycling in the not-too-distant future. The Alcan 
recycling proposal will make that much of a difference, if the Government accepts it. 


Subscribe now to our newsletter, or become a member of the Recycling Council. You | 9 
will need to keep informed as recycling unfolds and develops in Ontario. 


Sincerely, | 


lot” Vag — 


Paul Taylor, 
General Manager 


A Oe Ot Ort, Oe ee wre me we te 


I 


~ 7 eres 





ee ee — 





ae oe ee 


a 
e A ao ee = 
eee 
eee 


| 
| 
| 





tie sn Sess 


Se, + RU Bee tae wc ee ese 


ab te Bee 


Le ee ed. 








Innovative Program 
Aims to Improve 
Industrial 

Waste Management 


An industrial waste man- 
agement demonstration program 
got underway in the Region of 
Waterloo in February, 1983. 
The goal of the program is to 
encourage industry to maximize 
the disposal of their waste 
materials in ways acceptable 
both to the environment and 
the community. A major part of 
the program will be to encour- 
age industry to adopt proven 
methods and techniques for re- 
using and recycling “waste” 
materials. 


Background work for the 
program was conducted in the 
Summer and fall of last year. 
A survey of Ontario industries 
Strongly indicated that most 
companies are keen to maintain 
an image as good corporate 
citizens. However, in many 
cases, industry was not aware 
that their waste materials 
could be detrimental to both 
community and environmental 
health. In light of this work, 
the demonstration program has 
been designed to Provide in- 
dustry with detailed technical 
information relating to waste 
management, and to involve all 
sectors of the community in 
industrial waste management 
issues. 


A number of activities 
are planned for between now 
and September, when the pro- 
gram will be evaluated. An in- 
dustrial waste information 
centre has al been esta- 
blished and letters introduc- 
ing the program have been sent 
to all industries in the 
Region as well as to community 
leaders and municipal offi- 
cials. Future activities are 
anticipated to include indus- 
try seminars, a local waste 
exchange, community workshops, 
and school tours of waste man- 
agement facilities. Feedback 
and suggestions for program 
improvements from all sectors 
of the community, as well as 
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Kitchener Taps Old Landfill for Energy 


The Official Opening of 
the Kitchener Landfill Gas 
Utilization Project took Place 
on January 27, 1983. The pro- 
ject is the first of its kind 
in Canada to operate on a com- 
mercial basis. It was devel- 
oped by the Regional Munici- 
pality of Waterloo and Best- 
pipe (A Division of Lake 
Ontario Cement), a company 
that makes concrete pipes. 
Financial assistance came from 
the Ontario Ministry of Energy 
and Environment Canada through 
its DRECT Program (Development 
and Demonstration of Resource 
and Energy Conservation Tech- 
nology). 


The Kitchener landfill 
Site, closed five years ago, 
contains almost two million 


‘sci ee 


from those outside the 
Region, are welcomed -- call 
the Industrial Waste Manage- 
ment Program Centre at (519) 
885-9500, in Cambridge. 


The program is funded by 
Environment Canada, with sup- 
port from the Ontario Ministry 
of the Environment. Those 
parts of the program which 
Succeed in reaching program 
objectives are anticipated to 
be transferred to other parts 
of Canada and hold the poten- 
tial for making a substantial 
contribution to federal indus- 
trial waste management policy. 
Prime contractors for the pro- 
gram are Resource Integration 
Systems Ltd., of Toronto in 
association with the Ontario 
Research Foundation, Hans 
Mooij and Associates and 
Proctor and Redfern. 


tons of waste dumped over a 20 
year period. As the garbage 

decomposes it produces biogas, 
about 35% of which is methane. 


A total of 15 wells have 
been dug to tap the gas. The 
gas is pumped to Bestpipe 
where it fuels a boiler. The 
boiler generates steam for use 
in a kiln which cures the con- 
crete. 


The biogas replaces the 
more expensive natural gas. 
Bestpipe anticipates a Savings 
of 20% on its fuel bills in 
the first year. It is antici- 
pated that over 8.5 million 
Cubic metres of natural gas 
will be displaced over the 
next 15 years. 


Information Service 
Funded for Third Year 


The Recycling Council of 
Ontario has received a C.C.D.P. 
(Canada Community Deve lopment 
Project) grant to operate the 
Ontario Recycling Information 
Service for a third year - 
February 1983 to February 1984. 

Judy Vellend has become 
Manager of the Information 
Service, and Cyndi Obee has 
joined the staff as Information 
Officer. Cyndi is a recent 
graduate of the Environmental 
Studies program at the Univer- 
Sity of Waterloo. She has ex- 
perience as an Information 
Officer at Pollution Probe, 
Toronto. 
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A Waste Management Blueprint for Ontario 


Several months ago the Hon. Keith Norton wanounced that the Ministry of the En 
vironment was developing a long range blueprint for waste Management im Ontarw. He 
asked for input from all sectors m order to ensure that the plans developed represented 


everyone's interests as much as possible 


To tell the truth. we were » little cymcal We're used to governments asking for our 
opimons when we re sure they ‘ve already made up them mind about what they want to 


do We were wrong 


Our discussions with Minestry staff over the past month or two have convinced us that 


they really do want input. They are wrestling with some difficult issucs, they Know from 
past experience that the public does have a high level of concern about waste manage- 
ment issues. and they need our input now in order to help them decide which policies to 
recommend im their blueprint. Now it's up to us 

The RCO is in the process of completing an extensive submission to the Ministry. We'd 
like to melude your opinions and thoughts. whichever waste management issuc they may 
cover. We'd also like to encourage individuals and organizations to send comments 


directly to the Ministry 


We all have to act fairly quickly The Ministry is planning to start draft ing its recom. 
mendations around the end of March. so that the final draft blueprint can be released by 
the Minister in June. There will be a chance for further comment at that time. but the 
best time to have an mpact is nght now. The final blueprint is intended to guule the 
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R.C.O. Elects New Board 


At its Annual Genera) 
Meeting held in Toronto last 
November, the Recycling Council 
of Ontario elected a new Board 
“of Directors. The new Board 
then held its first full meet - 
ing on the 8th of January of 
this year. On the agenda was 
the election of Officers of 
the Corporation, to be chosen 
from amongst the Board. List- 
ed below are the new Officers 
and Directors: 


Chairman and Director 


Micheal Wheeler. Richmond Hill 


Recycling Corporation, 
Richmond Hill 


Vice-Chairman and Director 
Antoinette Ellis, Resource 
Integration Systems Ltd., 
Toronto 


Secretary-Treasurer and 
rector 


rian Mullen, Niagara 
Recycling Ltd., Welland 


Directors 
rmen uman, Grey-Bruce 
Waste Recycling, Owen Sound 


Thom Dean, Ryerson Energy 
Centre, Toronto 


Gwen Hartley, Halton's 
Recycled Resources Ltd. . 
Burlington 





_ BOvernment through the rest of this decade. Let's not miss this opportunity 





Nyle Ludolph, Total Recycling 
Systems Ltd., Kitchener 


Jack McGinnis, Is-Five 
Foundation, Toronto 


Peter Pos, Department of 
Public Works, Town of Ajax 


Staff Representative and 
Director 


Paul Taylor, Oakville 


Announcement: 


The Ontario Recycling Information 
Service is available to do consulting 
work in the field of municipal recycling 
and waste reduction programs. For 
more information, contact: 

Paul Taylor 

Ontario Recycling Information 

Service 

Ryerson Energy Centre 

50 Gould St. 

Toronto, Ont. MSB LES - 

Tel. 593-1756. 1-800-387-2617 


Le 


ONTARIO RECYCLING UPDATE 
Volume fl. No. I 


Editor: Jack Mctjinnis 
Contributors. 


Toni Ellis. Doug Hickman. Cyndi Obee, 
Paul Taylor, Judy Vellend, Michael 
Wheeler. 


. 
Ontario Recycling Update is a publi- 
cation of the Recycling Council of 
Ontario. The Council is an independent 
not-for-profit, corporation active in the 
field of municipal waste management 
and recycling. 
Membership in the R.C_O. is: 
510.00: year for individuals 
S25 00/year for non-individuals 
Membership includes a newsletter 
subscription 
Readers’ comments. questions and 
suggestions are welcomed. 


Recycling Council of Ontario 

c/o Ontario Reeyeling 
Information Service 

bnergy Centre 

Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 

50 Gould St 

loronto, Ontario MSB LES 


$93-1756 (Toronto urea) 
1-SOO- 387.2617 (Ontario-wide, 
toll-free) 


“Wt as the belief of the members of 
the Recvcling Council of Ontario that: 
Our society cond make wiser use of the 
natural resources upon which i1 relies, 
by reducing needless waste and by in- 
corporating the logic of reeve ling into 


all aspects of its use of those resources.” 
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Courtesy of York Board of Education 


New Enterprise Recycles Waste Wood 


A unique venture that re- 
cycles waste wood recently 
opened its doors in the 
Borough of York. York Wood- 
works, a division of Youth 
Ventures, began operation in 
August 1982. It is currently 
collecting hardwood pallets 
from warehouses, dismantling 
them, and cutting the wood to 
twelve inch lengths for sale 
to homeowners as firewood. 
Joan Miles, Project Manager, 
Says that the demand is good; 
many of the requests are for 
half and full cords of wood, 
in addition to the 18 pound 
bags. A special job during 
the November municipal elec- 
tions involved cutting 13,000 
election poster stakes. 

In the future, Ms. Miles 
points out, the company will 
likely become a broker - 
buying and selling various 
kinds of wood. She also for- 
sees diversification into 
mill work (standardized, mass 
Production of table legs, 
for example) and the con- 
Struction of small objects 
(such as play blocks) and 
simple furniture. 

York Woodworks provides 
employment for young people 
who might otherwise have 
difficulty getting a job 


because of their age, poor 
education or lack of work 
experience. Currently 7 out 
of the 9 staff are in this 
target group. The York Board 
of Education Supplements the 
Staff's work experience 

with educational and coun- 
selling services. Remedial 
instruction and job counsel- 
ling are provided when needed. 
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Beverage Container 
Update 


In the last issue of the 
Update, the Ministry of the 
Environment's review of its 
soft drink container program 
was discussed. The response to 
the Government's discussion 
paper has been good. About 
2,000 copies of the paper were 
sent out at the end of Decem- 
ber to recycling and environ- 


mental groups; over one hundred 


Submissions have been received 
to date. 

The Recycling Council's 
response to the discussion 
paper was sent out to its own 
membership, and about 30 mem- 
bers wrote the Ministry indiv- 
idually to re-inforce the 
Council's position. 

Joe Petoia, of the Minis- 
try’s Waste Management Branch, 
Says, “right now, we're read- 


ing through all the submissions 


we've received, and are trying 
to roughly group them all by 
what option or options they 
favour.” He- noted that a num- 
ber of papers contain new and 
Original ideas on how differ- 
ent options might work, and 
that many are quite interesting 
and constructive. 

From here the Ministry 
will work to refine options 
preferred by the respondents, 
and has made it clear that the 
Recycling Council will be 
asked for more input during 
this developmental] phase. 
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Stratford Makes Fuel From Garbage 


The City of Stratford is 
looking into the possibility 
of turning garbage into fuel. 
Experiments have been done 
using baled garbage supplied 
by the Experimental Plant for 
Resource Recovery in Downsview. 
The garbage, from which glass, 
metal and cardboard have al- 
ready been removed, is made 
into pellets using the same 
equipment that feed mills use 
to produce feed pellets. 
Experiments have also been 
carried out making pellets 
from sawdust, leaves, newspa- 
per and straw. The use of 
cornstalks may also hold some 
potential. The pellets are 
being tested in a furnace 
designed to.burn pellets from 


waste wood - compressed saw- 
dust and bark. 

Stratford's fuel demon- 
Stration project is one of 
several projects undertaken by 
the City's Community Energy 
Management Program (CEMP) . 
Stratford is one of 4 munici- 
Palities to receive a grant 
from the Ministry of Energy to 
conduct such a program. 
Projects are also being done 
in the areas of transporta- 
tion, visitor impact, communi- 
cations and buildings. The 
waste management sub-committee P 
in addition to its pellet 
project, also hopes to under- 
take a market assessment for 
source separated materials. 
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Environment Canada Encourages Rubber Recycling 


| The over 20 million tires 
: disposed of annually in 

Canada are a major disposal 
Problem, as well as a waste of 
resources. There are ways, 
however, to reuse and recycle 
Old tires. Geoff Rathbone of 
Environment Canada would like 
to see more rubber recycling 

: Programs, and to that end has 
t undertaken to link people, in- 
formation and resources. He 
would like to hear from people 
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Old tires can be reused 
Or recycled in a number of 
Wavs: 


Reuse - Tires can be retreaded 
‘Oo extend their useful life. 
The total number of available 
tires, however, greatly ex- 
ceeds the number that can be 
used in this Way. In addition, 
tteel belted radials are more 
difficult to retread. Tires 
can also be reused as garage 


tires to very low temperatures, 


where they are then ground 
into powder. 


Road Paving - Tires are ground 
and used in the asphalt mix. 
Lab and road tests to date in- 
dicate that the quality is 


comparable with the traditional 


asphalt mix, but the cost is 
somewhat higher in the short 
term. To Properly evaluate the 


0 -~ eae. 


who are interested in, or in- 
volved in the field. 


Worn out automobile tires 


have always caused disposal 
problems. When Gumped into 
landfills, they often tend to 
work back up to the Surface, 
months or even years later. 
The tires are unsightly ane 
make excellent breeding 


grounds for rodents and mosqui - 
tos. Tires that are Stockpi led 
in garages and warehouses also 


cause problems because of the 
fire hazard they pose. 


ind dock bumpers, and reef 
barriers, but these uses are 
limited. 

New Products - Tires can be 
ground, melted and remolded 
to make new rubber products 


Such as shoe SOles, floor mats 


and garbage cans. The tires 
are ground by feeding them 
through a shredding machine, 
which cuts them into smal] 
chunks, Cryogenic grinding 
methods are also used. This 
process uses liquid nitrogen 
or carbon dioxide to bring the 


international 


Successful Business wineries which are potential 


Washes Bottles for Wineries 


A California company, 


ENCORE : (Environmental Container 


Reuse), has made a successful 
business of washing and sel- 
ling used botties. The bottles 
are purchased from wineries, 
recycling centres, garbage 
collection companies, and 
individuals who pick up from 
restaurants and bars. The 
bottles are sorted by type, 
washed and Sterilized, and 
packed in new cases. Most of 
the cleaned bottles are sold 
to wineries, with a small per- 
centage going to vinegar conm- 
panies, home wine Supply shops, 
chemical companies and indi- 
Viduals. The company processes 


sources and markets for the 
bottles. There are similar 
Operations in Seattle, 
Washington, and southern 
California, as well as in 
Furope and Japan. To determine 
the feasibility of a bott le- 
washing operation in a Ppartic- 
ular location, an assessment 
of the Supply/market situation 
would first be needed. 


long term performance, testing 
Over a 20-25 year period would 
be needed. Also being explored 


is the use of @aste rubber in 
Surface treatments, i.e. for 


repairs, and as a roadway sub- 
base. 


Fuel - Fuel can be made from 


rubber by means of two differ- 


ent processes: gasification 
and pyrolysis. Materials de- 
rived from these processes 
include hydrocarbon gases, 
Pyrolator oil, and carbon 
black. Rubber can also be 


ground and used as a fuel, e.g. 


Continued on p.8 


Special Collection o f 
Hazardous Household 
Waste 


(From Volume 6 No. 1] of Urban 
Innovation Abroad, published 
by the Council for Interna- 
tional Urban Liason, 
Washington, D.C.) 

Luneburg, a city in 
Germany with a population of 
61,000 has initiated a program 
to deal with hazardous domes- 
tic wastes. The Sanitation 
Department “launched an appeal 
with media Support calling on 
citizens to bring paint rem- 
nants, unused prescription 
drugs, solvents, pesticides, 
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and other noxious Substances | 
to a department collection 
approximately 30,000 cases per , ee ‘= 
. month. Dick Evans, Manager of point on a specific day.” The | 
Encore, says that the demand 


aim was to collect dangerous 
waste items that should not 
make their way to a landfill 
Site. The yields included 
"nearly a hundred thousand 
mercury-containing pills from 


is good, since their bottles 
cost up to 308% less than new 
bottles. 

Mr. Evans explains that 
the success of his business 
relates to the fact that 


7 ENCORE! 
Northern California has 400 


Continued on p.7 
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1 the next few issues of the 
date, this page will be de- 
‘ted to describing how one 
serial is recycled. It will 
‘lp answer the questions: 

at happens to the glass, 

ins, paper etc. that you put 

it for a special collection, 

r take to the recycling depot ? 
at companies buy the mater~ 
ls? In to what are they made? 
hat are the benefits of using 
his ‘waste’ material? 


~ 





There are many recycling 
jepots in Ontario where house- 
olders can take old bottles 
ind jars. A few towns and 

ities collect them curbside, 
ometimes as part of a pilot 
‘rogram. There are also some 
susinesses that collect from 
hotels, restaurants and bars. 


| ~~, thet = So ak its % 
. Rottles and jars have been crushed an 


n the furnace. 
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bottles and jar i! i! 
*hased b’ ormpani that ise 
them t mufactul ‘ bottles 
und . There atl fi lants 
in Ontar} that io * 

At time snlant, % ia 
bottles are crushed to make 


‘alled cullet. The 
mixed with sand, 
soda ash, and 


what 158 
cullet 1: 
limestone and 
melted in a furnace. The moj - 
ten aglass is then m™ lided into 
new ntainers. Currently 
Ontat -ompanies are using 
wpproximately 10° cullet; up 
could be used. 


to 55 or 60 


If contaminants, such as 
metal caps and rings, or 
pieces of ceramics from old 
dishes, are mixed in with the 
old bottles, this can cause 
problems in the manufacturing 
process. Pieces of metal or 
ceramics imbedded in a new con 
tainer create a clear blemish 
and weaken the strength of the 
glass. Furthermore, these ma- 
terials accumulate on the floor 
of the furnace, leading to in~ 
creased maintenance problems 
and the possibility of damage 
to the furnace itself. One 
plant has a beneficiation unit 
that removes the contaminants 
as the first step in the re- 
manufacturing process. But 
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d cleaned and the glass is now ready for use 
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Pieces of metal and ceramic are serious 
contaminants which must be removed by 
hand. Please remove caps and rings from 
hotties and do not include ceramics er 


croc hey. 


Recyclers: - it is best if 
you remove al l contaminants 


from your bottle before you 


take them to the recycling 
depot. 


BENEFITS T 


Energy Savings - It takes less 
enera +o manufacture new 
glass a ek pirie’yr from sid 


slass than trom 211 raw mater- 


tals. If, for example, 40° 
cullet is used, the savings 
are 14°. The use of waste 
glass allows the glass compan- 
ies to operate their furnaces 
1t a lower temperature. This 
means that the life of the 
furnace is increased. 
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When waste glas: is usec 
the manufacturing process, 
stack emissions are reduced; 
this means less air pollution. 


Longer landfill life ind re- 
duced waste management costs 
Every ton of glass recycled 15s 
one ton of garbage that 1s not 
collected and dumped at the 


landfill site. 
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"I was raised in a family 
that hated waste, and we were 
careful with the things that 
we had. As well, I feel my 
parents really taught me to 
appreciate nature. As I grew 
older and saw some of the 
things that we were doing to 
the environment, I became an- 
gry." 

With these comments, Ruth 
Johnson, Chairman of the North 
York Environmental Control 
Committee for the past three 
years, began this edition's 
Personal Profiles interview. 
Her involvement in recycling, 
and what this has come to mean 
for her, is best told in her 
own words. She continued: 


"“Pifteen or sixteen years 
ago, I remember hearing about 
how the phosphates in the 
lakes were turning them green 
and smelly, and about the grow- 
ing problems with waste. I 
didn't look into them any more 
than anyone else did, though I 
did start to feel kind of 
anxious. As time went on I 
really began to read what the 
newspapers were telling us 
about the dumping and inciner- 
ation of garbage, and the 
problems these created. At a 
certain point I decided to go 
all the way. That point was 
after a sermon I heard at 





“This earth is a gift 
and we are privileged to 
be its stewards, the 
keepers of the garden. 
Let's not squander 


our inheritance.” 





Church, a sermon that wasn't 
even about the environment; 
rather about attitude. I don't 
remember the words, but what I 
came out with was: “If you 
believe in something and 
really feel there is something 
that can be done, then you 
have no right to sit back and 
not do all you can in the di- 
rection of trying to correct 
things.” 


| ¥ personal proies 





Courtesy of Renewable Energy in Canada 


So twelve.years ago I went 
to our local North York Council 
and told them that recycling 
was a way of doing something. I 
felt we should have some re- 
cycling depots in the borough 
similar to others that were in 
Metropolitan Toronto. At that 
time, I got the gentle pat on 
the back and the response: 
"Don’t worry about that - 
there aren't enough people here 
interested in them.” Instead 
of putting things out of my 
mind, I opened a depot in our 
garage. I live across the 


street from a school and thought 


that, if I*m going to drive all 
the way to Scarborough with 
recyclables, then I might as 
well make the trip worthwhile. 
If the kids wanted to leave 


stuff from their families in our 


garage on their way to school, 
fine. It grew. First thing we 
knew, people had heard about 
the garage and were coming from 
as far away as Aurora and 
Newmarket, as well as from all 
over North York. That was 

proof that people did care, if 
there was someone out there 

who was willing to help them." 


The initial experience of 
approaching the borough taught 
Ruth that she could have more 
influence if she worked from 
inside then from outside. She 
ran the depot in her garage for 
four years, afd then applied to 
get on the Environmental 
Committee. She has been there 
ever since. — 


Ruth is the author of two 
books, What to do Till the 
Garbegemen Arrives on 
Creative Cook's Recycling Book 
in which she shares practical 
ideas of implementing her con- 
viction that recycling isn’t 
everything; rather it’s a part 
of a whole series of alterna- 
tives that include the “reject, 
reuse, recycle” ethic. From 
her point of view, it’s a mat~- 
ter of not creating the waste 
that needs teebe disposed of 
in the first place. Rejecting 
unnecessary products and re- 
using “garbage” comes before 
recycling. 


As she wrote in the final 
paragraph of her The Creative 
Cook's Recycling Book: 

"This Earth is precious 
and our garbage habits obscene. 
Our forefathers harvested and 
consumed frugally, and because 
of that we enjoy a land of 
plenty. We can afford abundance, 
but this does not give us li- 
cense to waste. This Earth is 
a gift and we are privileged to 
be its stewards, the keepers of 
the garden. Let's not squander 
our inheritance.” 





Provincial, cont d. from p.3. 


Hydro. Recycles 
Own Scrap Metal 


Ontario Hydro recycles 
12,000 tons of scrap metal 
(cables, transformers, conduc- 
tors etc.) from across the 
Province each year. According 
to Charles Fisher, Surplus 
Sales Supervisor at Hydro, 
regional offices send their 
large amounts of scrap direct- 
ly to dealers. Smaller volumes 
are shipped to a Toronto area 
depot for manual sorting, 
where possible, into individu- 
al metals; while Hydro reckons 


this labour intensive job 
costs between 1 and 2¢ per 
pound, it is clearly worth it. 
The overall revenue generated 
by scrap metal sales is $3 to 
4 million annually..Asked if 
Hydro would continue to re- 
cycle if the economics weren't 
as favourable, Fisher replied, 
“we like to be good corporate 
citizens,...and besides, we 
have to put the sturf some- 
place.” 
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Towards a Comprehensive Waste 
Management Strategy for the 
oi ee of Off awa (Petlution 

ro Oltava-carieton, October 
125 pages) 


Polluticn Probe (Ottawa- 
Carleton) recommends that the 
City of Ottawa adopt a waste 
management policy based on the 
3 R's of reduction, re-use and 
recycling. This option is pre- 
sented as an alternative to an 
energy from waste plant, for 
which a feasibility study is 
currently underway. It is ar- 
gued that equally extensive 
research should be done on the 
3 R's option in order to com- 
pare the costs and benefits of 
the alternatives. 

The report offers a de- 
tailed analysis of each major 
component of the waste stream 
(paper, glass, metal, rubber, 
organic waste, plastics and 
oil) in terms of how to im- 
prove and/or implement a 3 R's 
program. Each material is dis- 
cussed under the following 
headings: current end use, 
current demand and price, 
source, supply, current re- 
covery rates, processing, im- 
pediments to recovery programs, 
and developing current and new 
markets. A series of recom- 
mendations are made, including 
the formation of a Deve lopment 
Agency to develop and manage 
a 3 R's program. 

This publication is rec- 
ommended as a valuable guide 
for those who would like to 
see their municipality take a 
more | pehiemianimmiutees: oy Sao ts look at incorpor- 


1982, 


Special Collection, cont id. from p.4 


a defunct laboratory, 4 
hundredweight of bleach, over 
a hundred defective mercury 
thermometers, several lab- 
oratory vials filled with 
arsenic, a corroded chlorine 
flask, and poisonous herbi- 
cides.” The Director of the 
Sanitation Department com- 
mented, “Unthinkable what 
might have happened if that 
stuff found its way into the 
groundwater or unprotected 
garbage dumps.” These special 
collections are now held four 
times a year. 


cmnmeme [MP you on the move? 
| 


ating the 3 R's into its waste 
management program. 

Copies are available from 
Dave Curry, Director of Oper- 
ations, Dept. of Physical En- 
vironment, City of Ottawa, 6th 
floor, 1355 Bank St., Ottawa, 
Ontario KI1H 8K7. 


Critical Review of V.H.C. 
Environmental Assessment 
Report (Citizens Coalition to 
Maintain the Environment, Sep- 


tember 1982) 


This document was produced 
in response to the Environmen- 
tal Assessment Report by the 
Victoria Hospital in London, 
Ontario, for its proposed ener- 
gy from waste facility. Citi- 
zens’ Coalition to Maintain 
the Environment is a local 
citizens’ group that is Oppos- 
ing the plant. The numerous 
reports and communications in- 
cluded in this document pro- 
vide a detailed argument for 
the Coalition's stand. 

The Coalition is con- 
cerned that the plant will 
create air pollution and feels 
that the location is not suit- 
able; it is in a Hospital com- 
plex, in the middle of a resi- 
dential neighborhood, on the 
edge of a natural area, and in 
a valley. The case is current- 
ly before a Consolidated Board 
(Ontario Municipal Board and 
Environmental Assessment 
Board). The Coalition feels 
that the outcome will set a 
precedent; the concern is that 
if the London plant gets the 
go-ahead, other plants will 
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likely be exempted from a full 
environmental assessment. The 
Coalition is seeking financial 
contributions to assist it in 
its work. 

Copies of the report are 
available at cost from: Rick 
Odegaard, C.C.M.E., 55 Becher 
St., London, Ontario N6C IA6, 
(519) 681-3360. 


Organic C st (Peter Provias, 
Waste Management Branch, 
Ontario Ministry of the Envir- 
onment, June 1482, 13 pages) 


This publication de- 
scribes the composting process 
at the Experimental Plant for 
Resource Recovery in Downsview. 
It lists the physical charac- 
teristics and nutrient values 
of the finished compost mater- 

ial, addresses the question of 
possible heavy metal contamina- 
tion, and outlines efforts at 
market development. Copies are 
available from the Ontario 
Recycling Information Service 
(see Editorial Box). 


Metro Toronto Recycling 
Directory Ontario Recycling 
Information Service, January 


1983, 1 page) 


An updated version of the 
Metro Directory is now avail- 
able. It lists the recycling 
depots for bottles and cans, 
and the newspaper collection 
programs. Copies are available 
from the Ontario Recycling 
Information Service (see 
Editorial box). 
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Please let us know.if your 
address has changed. This way 
we can insure that you keep 
receiving your Ontario 
Recycling Update. anks. 


Name 


CC LLL LLL LLL, 


Organization 


LAG AAD A LLL LD 


New Address 


ao 


aE nal 


New Phone Number 

Mail to: 

Recycling Council of Ontario 

Ontario Recycling Information 
Service 

Ryerson Energy Centre 

50 Gould St. 





Toronto, Ontario M5B 1E8 | 
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The Canada Cement Lafarge Company, St. Constant, Quebec. 


in cement kilns. It has the 

ree Srv — = o_o has The U.S. and the Province of 
RESRE SEAEESE SOR Saskatchewan - An asphalt 
mixture is used in their high- 
ways. 


Currently these technolo- 
gies are being used in: 


ONTARIO RECYCLING INFORMATION SERVICE 


Energy Centre 

Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
50 Gould St. 

Toronto, Ont. 

MSB 1E8 


Quebec - The Canada Cement 
Lafarge Co. uses rubber as a 
fuel, and expects to use all of 
the waste tires generated by 
the Province. 


British Columbia - The North 
West Rubber Co. shreds and 
melts used tires, to make agri- 
cultural mats used as a floor 
covering in livestock pens and 
transport vehicles. 


The Canada Cement Lafarge 
Co. and the North West Rubber 
Co. have both received aid for 
these projects under Environ- 
ment Canada's DRECT program, 
Development @nd Demonstration 
of Resource and Energy Conser- 
vation Technology. 


ree 


Geoff Rathbone is inter- 4 
ested in hearing from any in- 

dividuals or companies who are 

involved in, or would like to 

become involved in rubber re- 

cycling. Contact Mr. Rathbone 


: 
: 
: 
; 
| 
: 

at: | 

Snvironmental Protection 

Service 

25 St. Clair Ave. E. 

7th floor 


Toronto, Ontario 
(416) 966-5840 
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ONTARIO RECYCLING UPDATE 





Ministry Reviews 


Soft Drink Container Policy 


Recent developments re- 
garding beverage container leg- 
islation in Ontario could po- 
tentially have major impacts 
on recycling across the Pro- 
vince. After several months of 
internal discussions and analy- 
sis of various industry propo- 
sals, the Ministry of the Envi- 
ronment has just released a 
discussion paper outlining the 
options the government is con- 
sidering. 


In the middle of the cur- 
rent debate regarding beverage 
packaging lies a 10 year old 
issue--the balance between re- 
fillable and non-refillable 
containers. The Ministry 15s 
attempting to determine the 
appropriate balance--given a 
variety of environmental, eco- 
nomic, and solid waste factors 
-~- and is also trying to decide 
how it can realfstically en- 
force whatever balance is ul- 
timately legislated. 


Recyclability has become 
a key issue in the Ministry's 
considerations, but it 1s not 
yet clear whether the deve lop- 
ment of effective recycling 
systems will be a top’ priority 


in final plans. Recycling may 
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various combinations of points 
from one with points from an- 
other. In fact, there are two 
industry proposals before the 
Ministry which have become the 
main specific plans being con- 


sidered. 


a oe 
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One proposal, represent- 
ing the interests of some inde- 
pendent bottlers, asks for com- 
plete deregulation of the in- 
dustry (all tyi%s of non- 
refillable and refillable bev- 
erage containers may be sold, 
without limit). The proponents ¢ 
recommended that all beverage 
containers returned 
through an depot 
system (rather 
point where the, 
ased) as in Option 3 in the 
Ministry's discussion paper. 


then be 
independent 
than to the 

were purch- 


The second proposal, from 
Alcan Canada Products, argues 
that all beverage containers 


technically and econ- 
omically recyclable, asks for 
the right to sell all aluminum 
cans in competition with exist- 
ing mixed met 11] cans, but 
leaves decisions regarding 
other containers and the re- 
fillable/non-refillable mix to 


should be 


ing proposals. 


The 5 options outlined | 
the Ministry, in brief summary ; 
form, are: i 
lL. Strict enforcement of the 


current regulations. 
Conmiann dam ?? 2 


2. Minor revisions to the rcqg- 
ulations, with strict enforce- 
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ment (revisions relating main- 
ly to shelf space and advertis- We have moved cites 
ing). 
g At long last tne Recycling 


3. Introduction of new contain- Information Centre has moved. 
ers (plastic covered glass, We are still a service of the 
etc.) matched with introduc- Recycling Council of Ontario, 
tion of a depot system (return but we are now operated as a 
through independent depot ra- project of the Ryerson Energy) 
ther than at point of purchase, Centre. We will be referred to 
consumers pay cost of depot as the Ontario Recycling 
system, vossibly along with Information Service. 

some government subsidy). RKe- 
cycling of non-refi llable con- 
tainers is assumed to be part 
of this option in some form. 


Our new address 18: 


Ontario Recycling Intormation 
, Service 
4. Introduction of new con- . 
: : Energy Centre 

tainers, provided they are re- me : , , 
Rae pee : ‘ Rverson Polytechnical Institute 
cyclable, and manufacturers 6) Gould Ce 

. > eS) \ * . . 
to meet specific re- 

- Ontario 

targets (certain per- 
containers recover- 


comm ¢t 
cycling 
centage of 


Toronto, 


MSB 1LE8S 


ed through recycling systems). Our new whone numbers are: 
: 
5S Enforce a 75/25 ratio of ’ 
; 5 593-1756 (Toronte area) 


refillables to non-refillable 
Th 


(Ontario-wide 
toll-free) 


1-800-387-2617 


be nushed «aside by industry ese options, as outlined 
pressure for non-recyclable ! the Ministry, are somewhat 
containers, or by other compet- proct? ’ rnct 2 ence there C7.) bo — endian 
l 
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Time For The 3R’s More Than Ever. . . 


For the past ten years or more environ. 
mental and recycling groups across Ontario 
have been working to make the 3R's 
reduction, reuse. and recycling =a real 
part of mumcipal and provincial waste 
management programs and pohcies There 
are several developments occurrme at 
this moment at the provincial level m 
Ontarie which could have ap mmpact on 
waste management m the province for the 
next 10 v cars of more 

The Ontanoe Minstry ef the bP averen- 
ment is currenth oomaderme changes m 
beverage contamer leentation (see story. 
pl) The Recycling Council has submatted 
a bref to the Mimestry sapportme the meclu- 
son of recy clmg as a Key compenecnt 
of prowincial plans regardimg beverage 
cuntamcrs 

The Ortane Menstry of the boven. 
ment s ale currenth taking a maper 
longterm look af “waste management 
pohcres mn Ontane tse story p 7) We wall 
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Soft Drink coer Ud from p / 


the government. In return, 
Alcan is willing to commit to 
supporting the development of 
multi-material recycling in 
Ontario--e.g., a system to re- 
cover aluminum cans in place 
before the first new can is 
sold, Alcan to purchase the 
valuable recovered aluminum 
only through systems which 
commit to multi-material re- 
covery (newspapers, glass, 
etc. as well as the aluminum). 


The Alcan proposal is es- 
sentially identical to the mu- 
nicipally-based, multi-material 
recycling system that the 
Recycling Council has been 
working for several years to 
@Gevelop in Ontario. While 
the RCO believes that a refill- 
able beverage system is ideal, 
all options being considered 
by the Ministry include some 
percentage of non-refillable 
containers. After careful con- 
sideration of the specific de- 
tails of competing proposals, 
the RCO decided to formally 
support the Alcan recycling 
proposal. 


The issue is complex, and 
the RCO position is matched 
with certain conditions, such 
as the recommendation that the 
Ministry set very specific 
guidelines regarding recycla- 
bility of all containers and 
develop methods by which such 


be submitting an RCO brief, urging ence 
again that the 3R’s be an mtegral part of all 
Ministry policies and plans 

Finally, the Ontano Waste Manage- 
ment Corporation (OWMC), a provincial 
crown corporation, has just announced 
that has narrowed ots scarch for a lone 
term treatment facthty tor hazardous and 
special wastes generated by Ontario 
modust nes 

In cach of these cases, there is no 
dowht that the 3R’s do not provide a 
total solution to the problems being 
addressed We agree with the Ministry's 
pesttren that proper disposal methods must 
be part of our waste management strategies. 
sce reduction, reuse and recycling cannot 
tetally clunmate waste However, we 
de beheve that the 3R's should be a 
key part of the solutron m cach of the 
cases mentreoned We urge the government 
to make the 3R"s a scneus part of future 
wastc management m Ontare. 


guidelines can effectively be 
enforced. The RCO has also 


recommended that a firm commit- 


ment to refillables, such as 
the 75/25 split outlined in 
Option #5, be established by 
the Ministry and that workable 
enforcement mechanisms be de- 
veloped. A copy of RCO briefs 
and letters to the Minister of 
the Environment can be obtain- 
ed from our office, as can 
some additional information 
regarding this issue. The 
Ministry discussion paper can 
be obtained from: Mr. 
Waste Management Branch, 
Ministry of the Environment, 


135 St. Clair Ave. W., Toronto 


(M4V 1P5). Responses to the 
discussion paper must be sub- 


mitted to the same address, in 


writing, by January 31, 1983. 


The Ministry has not yet 
announced exactly what will 
take place following the 
January deadline, but it is 
expected that the government 
will move fairly quickly to a 
final decision. We would en- 


courage RCO members and others 


interested in recycling in 
Ontario to make their views 


known in the hope that recycl- 


ing will be a top priority 
within whatever plans the 
government develops. 


Sce also.Waste Management 
Blueprint, on p.7 
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ONTARIO RECYCLING UPDATE 
Volume Il, No.5 


Editer: Jack McGinnis 


Contributors: 

Jack McGinnis. Paul Taylor. 

Judy Vellend 

Ontario Update is a publi- 


cation of the Recycling Council of 
Ontario, The Councd is an independent 
net -for-protit alegion active in the 
fichd of mumecipal waste management 
and recycling 
Membership in the R.C_O. is: 
$10.00) year for individuals 
825.00 year for non-individuals 
Membership imcludes a newsletter 
subsc ruption 
Readers’ comments, questions and 
suggestions are welcomed 


Recycling Council of Ontario 

¢ © Ontarw Reevcling 
Information Service 

I nergy Centre 

Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
50 Gould St. 

Toronto, Ontario MSB LES 


§93-1750( Loronto area) 
1-800-387-2617 (Ontario-wide, 
toll-free) 


Membership applications should be 
mailed to: 

Recycling Council of Ontario 

Box 138, Station ‘B 

Ottawa, Ontario, K1P 6C3 


“It is the belief of the members of 
the Recycling Council of Ontario that: 
Our society could make wiser use of the 
natural resources upon which it relies, 
by reducing needless waste and by in- 
corporating the logic of recycling into 
all aspects of its use of those resources.” 





ieee re ee re « we Se 2S « 


2 ee ~ AOE tee Se 


a er 


: 


eee ee ee 


ere 


_ et ee Re EE Or Oe re + ee em — ee ee 


_ = -——_——— et 








+ 
4 


ee rary 


a 


- << 


OE 





~ PLUVILICIat 


Additional Source Separation Grants Announced 


The Ontario Ministry of 
the Environment has awarded 
three grants since September 
1982 under its Source Separa- 
tion Funding Program. (See 
Ontario Recycling Update. Vol. 

’ »- J, re. initial grants. 

M.O.R. Resources in 
Ottawa has received $10,000 
(Sept. 1982 - March 1983) to 


implement office paper recovery 


programs. These funds will 
cover administrative time as 
well as some advertising. The 
Ministry is also helping by 
providing some of the needed 
equipment. 

The Durham Recycling 
Centre in Oshawa has been 
awarded up to $10,000 (Oct. 
1982 - March 1983) to help it 
weather the hard times caused 
by depressed markets. The 
Centre has been active for 


The East York Conservation 
Centre (E.Y.C.C.) in Metro 
Toronto will receive up to 
$20,900 (Oct. 1982 - March 
1983) for its curbside news- 
paper collection and office 
paper programs. 

In the case of the 
E.¥.C.C. and Durham Recycling, 
the grants are intended to 
cover deficits incurred during 
the specified period up to the 
allocated amount. The programs 
are reviewed each year with 
the possibility of additiona) 
grants for up to three years. 
Self-sufficiency at the end of 
that time is the goal; guaran- 
teed markets and increasing 
quantities of materials col- 
lected are considered essen- 
tial for achievement of that 
goal. 

For information about the 


phe 


Toronto Company 
Weathers Hard Times 


Waste paper collectors 
and dealers have faced hard 
times over the past year with 
the serious slump in the mar- 


ket for waste fibre. One enter- 


prise which has weathered this 
difficult period is Youth 


Ventures, Toronto. Debbie Long, 


Manager of Youth Ventures, 
explains that the company has 
been successful in increasing 
the volume of paper collected 
in order to of€fset the de- 
crease in prices. “Maintaining 
good service to customers with 
reliable pick-ups is essen- 
tial,” she points out. 

Youth Ventures has now 
completed its second year of 
operation. In that time it has 
collected 7,000 tons of office 


paper, and has provided employ- 


ment to young people who might 
otherwise have difficulty get- 
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several years, operating multi- rer Tee ee Sten 
material, curbside and depot luiini, ste Managemen 
| programs, as well as office Branch, Ministry of the Envir- i joao a = — of 
: uliee snk Mnctaran. onment, (416) 965-9671. work experience. Currently, 

1l out of the 15 staff are in 
this target group. 


cl ace lic lie ea i 
Recovery Rates Rise With Special Containers 


The use of special con- 
tainers by 250 homes is part 
of an experimental ‘recycling’ 
program undertaken by Total 
Recycling Systems Ltd. in 
Kitchener. The total pilot These higher rates mean a much 
area contains 1100 homes, or earlier break-even point for 
one garbage beat. The program's the program. 
goal is to maximize recovery The containers were only 
and to make recycling an inte- one of several promotional 
gral part of the waste manage- techniques utilized. Flyers 
ment system. Householders use and newsletters were delivered 
the containers to place news- 
papers, bottles, ferrous cans 
and ‘other’ paper at the curb 
for a special once-a-week col- 
lection, which takes place on Ay pki 
the same day as the regular 4 
garbage collection. Nyle / lll 
Ludolph, Total's Manager, ex- é Y 
plains that the container has yf / 
several benefits. It makes it 
easy for the householder to 
store and put out materials 
for pick-up, and it makes it 
easy for the collector to spot 
the recyclables. Its presence 
in the home and on the street 
acts as a constant reminder. 

The effect on the quan- 
tity of material recovered is 
impressive. Without containers 


ting a job because of their 
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the participation rates for 
news were 60%, for glass 22%, 
and for cans 15%. With con- 
tainers the rates were 75%, 
52% and 44% respectively. 


door-to-door, contact was made 
with schools and local resi- 
dents’ groups, feedback was 
given on how the program was 
going, and endorsation by the 
local Council was secured. 
Information about composting, 
as well as 50 free composters, 
were provided, as was general 
information about other ways 
to cut down on waste. 








ee ee 


' 
j 
/ 
; 





| 
) 


— 6g eee 


— 


ge 





ae. 


nad eee” . 


b1aALIU 


OP EE ———— 


idl 


scxeeeeeeneeeneaamaa LLL LL LLL LL 


B.C. Supports Recycling 
Despite Difficulties 


A Conference titled 
"Recycling Initiatives by Local 
Governments in B.C." was held 
on December 9, 1982, in 
Penticton, B.C. It was hosted 
by the Waste Management Branch 
of the B.C. Ministry cf the 
Environment. Papers were pre- 
sented by local recycling pro~ 
gram operators, municipal gov- 
ernment officials, a waste man- 
agement consultant and a repre- 
sentative from Consumer's 
Glass. While B.C. is tacing 
the same difficulties as other 
provinces - including weak mar- 
kets - interest in recycling 
remains strona and has the ac- 
tive support of the Provincial 
covernment. On the day follow- 
ing the Conference, the 


Secondary Resources Development 
Council held a regional meeting 
between the Council's executive 
and western Canadian members. 


(For a more detailed report of 
the Conference, see the TRAC 
Record, Vol. 3, No. 4, avail- 
able from City Clerk's Dept., 
2nd floor, City Hall, Toronto, 
Ontario MSH 2N2.) 


S.R.D.C. Releases 
News Markets Study 


The Secondary Resources 
Development Council has releas- 
ed a background paper to fur- 
ther the discussion of expand- 
ing markets for old newspapers 
across Canada. 

The report, available in 
both French and English, sum- 


international 


The Recycling Orange 


Brewer Takes Recycling 
Seriously 


Golden Recycle, a subsid- 
iary of Coors Brewery, has an- 
nounced that it will build a 
UBC (used beverage container) 
smelting and can sheet rolling 


oer oe _— om ee . - 





Although native to Texas, 
Oklahoma, and Arkansas, it 
grows wild in Ohio, and re- 
cycling groups there promote 
it as a natural solution to 
the odours that sometimes 
arise from the household stor- 
age of empty cans, bottles, 
and other recyclables. 

lt's the Osage orange, 
the fruit of the osage tree, 
and is also sometimes called a 
hedge apple, a mock oranae, 
or a monkey ball. While some- 
what ugly, the Osage orange 
has many useful properties - 
as a natural deoderizer, an 
insect repellant, roach killer, 
and in various craft applica- 
tions, e.g. as a candle holder. 
Those who have used them 
claim they work wonders. Per- 
haps this is a fruit that 
should be cultivated here in 
Ontario. 





plant in Fort Lupton, Colorado 
in 1983. The $40 million (U.S.) 
plant will allow Coors, 

through Golden Recycle, to 
recycle about 15,000 tons of 
recovered aluminum cans per 
year, thereby directly meeting 
a siqnificant portion of their 
needs for empty cans. 


marizes and updates arguments 
for the promotion of de-inking, 
the use of unde-inked news, and 
the use of news fibres in the 
manufacture of animal bedding. 

The first two strategies 
are especially recommended in 
light of recent government ini-~ 
tiatives to deal with looming 
fibre shortages in the pulp and 
paper industry. 

To date, the report has 
been presented to five Federal 
Cabinet Ministers, and their 
comments have been favorable. 
Lobbying work is continuing. 

In the meafime, the 
S.R.D.C. just received an addi- 
tional $25,000.00 grant from 
Energy, Mines and Resources 
Canada to continue its work. 

To receive a copy of the 
report, contact Paul Taylor at 
the Ontario Recycling Informa- 
tion Service. (See Editorial 
Box.) 
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The Toledo 
Recycling Station 


A recycling buy-back 
centre developed by several 
industries in Toledo, Ohio, 
and serving as a fund-raising 
activity for the Toledo Zoo, 
has broken new ground with its 
inventive use of catchy names 
and catchy design. 

The centre is modelled 
after a railroad station, com- 
plete with printed railway 
tracks for cars dropping re- 
ceyclables to follow. Each point 
where material is dropped is 
vividly painted to represent 
an inhabitant of the station. 
Bottles are given to Count 
Crackula, the glass crusher. 
They are then conveyed to 
Greta the Glasshopper. Cans 
are shredded by Chewlictte, 
and then crushed by Casey T. 
Dragon. These and other names 
were chosen via a city-wide 
survey of school children con- 
ducted by the local newspaper. 
While the Toledo program does 
not provide a comprehensive 
solution to waste management 
in the City, it is certainly 
one of the more lively at- 
tempts to encourage recycling 
by local residents. 
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) 6“ . . - Mr. Wilson noted that ; 
ca | Key Issues in Recycling forecasting is e very dieviculs | 4 
~ task. The higher the grade of | 
| | | paper, the more stable the mar- 
“Fe —— rE ' ' ket, and the more positive the 
a <: outlook. He anticipates little 
growth in 1983, some improve- ) 
ment in 1984, with prospects 
| good for the longa term. 
| 
| ONPARIO PAPER HAS LARGE | 
INVENTORY 
| | . Mary Anne Myke, General | 
| Manager of Ontario Paper 
| . Recycling Inc., brought the 
| madience up *@ dat: m progress 
| at the Ontar; Paper Company's | 
Therold mill, and n its need ‘ | 
for old newspaper. Ms. “tyke | 
| explained, "When full operation 
mS attained, probably sometime 
| in 1984, and depending on news- 
print market conditions, i 
= Ontario Paper's annual consump- 
é tion of old news for deinking 
will be about 100,090 tonnes.” 
| ‘ Currently, however, the company ) 
' has a large inventory of waste 
news. The decision in mid- | 
) Bill Balfour, Manager, Manipal Waste Seo tion, Waste Management Branch. Ministry of september to stop all purchases 
| the Environment, was the Kevnete Speaker at the RCO 3 Annual Conference followed a construction strike | 
which had prevented completion 
| of a second paper making ma- | 
' The Recycling Council of Paper products are produced. chine. When the strike ended, 
; Onteario‘s annual Conference This means a decrease in the purchases were resumed but at 
was held on Saturday, November lomand for the waste paper » reduced level. This is how | 
: 20, 1982 in Toronto. Two tor- from which these products are things stand at the present : 
. ics were highlighted: Energy- made. time. “Dealers are not actively 
: | from-Waste and Waste Paper | promoting or taking on new com- 
E . Markets. Each topic was ad- The effect of the level mittments unless they are in- 
| dressed by representat ives of economic activity on the volved in other markets." 
| et governaent sia Seatac market is complex. At times a . = : 
| ‘- lecrease in activity will in- is. Myke pointed out that 
: prove the market. If a mill is several major newspapers in | 
y | Long Term Prospects erating at less than full lend ao nee | 
capacity because the economy closed. Newsprint sales have, 
| ; in Waste Paper Market is poor, it will be lookina therefore decreased, and it is 
for ways to cut costs; one way difficult to establish suffi- 
| Look Good 1s to increase its use of cient new sales to replace | 
waste paper. On the other hand, these large losses. 
a poor economy may also brir 
the cdc ion Xu Fg Papen a eee aa . Nyle Ludolph is Manager | 
) | speakers on the panel “Waste pulp; the price of pulp will of Total Recycling Systems in 
Paper Markets - What does the go down pee. = mil) ne pean Kitchener. Total was created 
| ' Future Hold?” was that the i tome pulp eee of iaten in 1980 by Laidlaw Waste Sys- ' 
; ! market will improve, but not paper. : ethane tems, and was given the man- 
| | | in tes aor’ Save. date to develop a commercially o 
i ay . i — ,. Viable recycling program. It 
4 eve Wilson, of Domtar “ a = agrect the has been involved in a variety 
, Inc.'s Recycling Division, is market in both » positive and of recovery programs. Its most 
| | responsible for purchasing negative way. On the positive recent project has been a curb- 
. waste paper both for use by Side, it can, for example, give Side collection of news, glass, ) 
| Domtar‘’s own mills and for jrants to mills to modernize, tin cans and ‘other't paper 
Sale to other end-users. He cnabling ¢ nem 'O use More waste from one section of the City ' 
MEE an international comeeticr'ont- cans dor exemple’ intents init (900 Erovincial section for | | 
| . aa -Jax Of @umply and Price of stauns; people may nore SEhAiIs). Me. Lalolph 2 | 
coe a the law of supp] , ana Aegglines- Piggies ii - pic kay Says, “The percentage of par- / 
) ' and, and in turn affected then mail fewer letters, and ticipation was beyond our ex- 
by the general state of the the number of envelopes manu- pectations. The volumes col- | 
economy. When the econom, is fractured will dre >. ; 
| poor, fewer boxes and other , Continued on p.o | 
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lected proved that, given the 
markets to move the news, and 
an increase in the price of 
glass, collection of recy- 
Clables from households can be 
a viable operation on a City- 
wide basis.” 


*s cont d. from p. 
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Sh 
Mr. Ludolph expressed op- 
timism about the long term 
prospects for the waste paper 
market, despite the fact that 
currently generation in Ontario 
far outstrips demand. Part of 
the problem, he explained, lies 
with cheap imports. He esti- 
mates that Ontario produces 
196,000 tons of old newspapers 
per year. The Ontario Paper 
Company's potential demand is 
100,000 tons per year. The re- 
maining 96,000 tons could be 
used were it to replace some 
of the 200,000 tons per year 
that are imported (this figure 
is for period prior to Ontario 
Paper's expansion). If you take 
into consideration the fact 
that other mills, such as box- 
board mills, also use old news- 
papers, one can see the poten- 
tial for creating an actual 
shortage of old newspaper. 


Mr. Ludolph hopes that 
Ontario recyclers will have 
systems in place to generate 
increased and reliable volumes 
of waste paper to meet the 
needs of mills when the econo- 
my improves, so that the mills 
don't have to turn to U.S. 
dealers for their supply. 


Peter Provias is a market~ 
ing expert with the Waste Man- 
agement Branch of the Ontario 
Ministry of the Environment. 
Mr. Provias described many pos- 
sible developments which could 
have a positive impact on fu- 
ture markets for both old cor- 
rugated and old news. The 
emergence of a small mobile 
baler may make it possible to 
recover old corrugated from 
numerous small generators, a 
hitherto largely untapped 
source of supply; hand and me-. 
chanical sorting of old corru- 
gated from mixed refuse holds 
promise; changes in production 
might accommodate more grades 
of paper containers. With re- 
gard to old news, perhaps 
Ontario Paper could increase 
the percentage of deinked news 
from the stated 25%; perhaps 
we will see a mill in South- 
ern Ontario which will produce 
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mills; some non-‘raditional 
uses for old news have been 
developed, e.g. to make animal 
bedding or to add to sewage 
sludge to decrease fuel con- 
sumption during incineration. 


WHAT 15 THE REAL VALUE OF 
WASTE NEWS? 


Mr. Provias raised an 
interesting question about the 
real value of secondary news 
fibre to the newsprint paper 
maker. Fibre prices over the 
years have, in fact, lagged 
behind producer prices. “Some- 
time in the future the fibre 
users will have to stake their 
claims to these waste grades 
of fibres more realistically 
and aggressively if they want 


to prevent fibre from going to 
energy uses." 





‘“Energy-from-Waste - 
Problems and Prospects” 


There has been growing 
interest in recent years in 
energy-from-waste as an alter- 
native waste management option. 
The speakers on the panel 
“Energy-from-Waste - Problems 
and Prospects” described some 
of the plants in Ontario which 
are in operation or under con- 
sideration. Also discussed 
were the questions of costs 
and revenues, the compatibility 
of materials and energy recov- 
ery, and the Ministry of 
Energy's program. 


SWARU TO SELL ELECTRICITY TO 
HYDRO 


| 
Mr. Paul Davidson, Direc- . 
tor of Corporate Development 
for Tricil Ltd., described the 
plants in which his company 
has an involvement. SWARU in 
Hamilton was built in the late 
"60's and initially had mater- 
ials handling difficulties. 
Energy from the plant has 
never, in fact, been sold. 
Tricil took over the company 
in the late ‘70's. In a joint 
venture with the Ontario 
Energy Corporation, it has in- 
stalled a turbine to produce 
electricity for sale to Ontario 
Hydro. A much smaller plant in 
Charlottetown, P.E.I., will 
start up in February 1983; it 
will sell steam to a hospital 
for heating. A 1,000 ton-per- 
day plant in.Akron, Ohio, will 


sell steam to a number of 
customers, including the down- 
town business section and the 
University. 


Mr. Davidson expressed the 
view that energy recovery can 
be compatible with materials 
recovery, i.e. source separa~ 
tion or materials separation 
prior to burning. The amount 
of material that can be recov- 
ered is not insignificant. “The 
heating value of refuse is not 
altered substantially by either 
source separation or materials 
separation (before) incinera- 
tion. One thing that is affect- 
ed is the quantity of waste 
going to the plant.” It is nec- 
essary, therefofe, to plan ac~ 
cordingly and take into account 
the amount of material that 
will be recovered. 


ee 


THE COSTS ARE HIGH ; 
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There are two factors, Mr. 
Davidson pointed out, that are ; 
discouraging the more rapid 
development of energy-from- 
waste plants. For one thing, 
the costs are high. He esti- 
mates the capital costs at ap- 
proximately $20.00 per ton, and 
the operating and maintenance 
costs also at $20.00 per ton. 

A municipality will compare 
these costs with the lower 
costs of landfilling. 


A second factor is the . 
difficulty in establishing . 
secure markets for the energy. 

When selling steam to an indus- 

try, there is always the 

chance that the industry will 
close. The market for generated 
electricity is more secure. 


TORONTO PLANS REFUSE-FIRED 
STEAM PLANT 


UU 


Mr. Craufurd Kitchen is 
with the Department of Public 
Works, City of Toronto. The 
City has had under considera- 
tion for over 10 years the 
building of a refuse-fired 
steam plant. The steam would 
be used by a district heating 
system which includes the 
University of Toronto and the 
downtown hospitals. The plant 
is seen as having several ad- 
vantages: “It will eliminate 
the impingement and air pollu- 
tion problems of the existing 
fossil fuel fired Pearl Street 
Steam Plant, (which will be : 
abandoned), conserve non- 
renewable resources, reduce 


Continued on p.8 
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Each month, the staff of ! 
the Reeveclina Information 
Service examines and reviews 
many new Publications, rerorts 
and orcasionall. 





nNSstitutional Kecvcling Manua! 


The Creative Cook's Recyclin 
(“Metropolitan rvic istrict, Book (by Rath Johnson, heesoe 


Portland, Oregon, January 1982 ble Fnergy Press, November 
.* 22 pages) L's2, 249 mages, $9.95 soft 
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two months, the ver best of e-Pacllons will assist readers “e throw away 20% of all 
SRSS BSAOCL iON 6 Eeviesed as in the tas< of thinkine tne food we buy. This repre- 
2 Service £9 OUFr readers in through what kind of reeveling sents | 
thie column. If you tare a ae , 


sents a lot of unnecessary ; 
*1Ste gnd expense. Ruth 

Johnson's unique, new, more- 

than-a cook book contains over 

209 recipe ideas using foods : 

that might otherwise have been 
considered throwaways. Also ) 
included are other tips on how . 
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publication which vo: would 
lake to have reviewed, please 
contact *he Information Service 
at the numbers listed in the 
Editorial Box on vage two. 
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Situation. The impor- 

ft mce of examinina local mar- 
ets before deciding what aite- 
rials to esllect is emphasized. 
[ iidation to setting up rce- 
-~3Very bvrograms, other inter- 
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Be a Good Sort to Your Car ten esting options are discussed: ‘oO prevent “g-d waste, e.g. by 
. ri - develoning an in-house waste keeping fori: fresh and com- 
(Ministry of the Environmen:c, we ; 4 J 
October 1982) exchange program, and revising posting. , 
. . e meres t 5 ear P 9 
plete instructions for starting ‘** ‘ability. To obtain 
a back yard compost pile. It cats write to Metropolitan 


— othe , he eee eed 
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describes two kinds of contain- alle 65 District, $27 S.W. Hall 
ers and lists typical comnost- Py Portland, Oregon 97201, 
ing materials. Copies are — 

available from the Cntario 

Pecycling Information Service 

(details in Editorial Box). 
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Input Also Sought 2. Those who are responsible tinise loving this period, the | 
for Waste Mana ement Gtaatie arene et — print for Waste Management * in 
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3. AS reasonable parties, we invited to comment through the 
must be informed on the issues summer. 

and take part in the decisions Late in 1983, the policy : 
which must be made to resolve Will be revised in light of : 


them. comments received, with new 

Ontario Environment Minis- 4. Finally, our disposal vrac- legislation and policy to be 

ter Keith Norton has announced tices must ensure that no waste #"troduced through 1984. 
his government's intent to ever becomes a threat to cither 


: For more information on 
follow some new directions in Our environment or our well- 
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the policy development proce- 
waste management. In a speech being.” heek. dead how to hav a t 
before the Board of Trade of , into it lea ‘tii 
| Metropolitan Toronto, Norton | The Minister went on to ee Sane 
asked for input from interesteq ‘@entify other specific waste 
) groups and individuals as to management objectives and par- Waste Management Branch 
what specific objectives his ticular areas of concern which Ontario Ministry of the 
) Ministry should pursue, given the Government plans to address. Environment | . 
the broad outline that he has During the first six 135 St. Clair Ave. W. | ; 
. | already established. months of 1983, the Ministry 2nd floor | 
; ) ee The Minister identified will first receive briefs from Toronto, Ontario M4V 1P5 : 
ey four major principles that the ogee 1 age ~~ sng iatlaia 
. : uals, and then develop a num- a 
aoe Ministry intends to work within: ber of specific waste manage- 4 
"1. AS many recoverable and re- ™ent proposals. ) 
) ; usable material resources as It has been suggested that ; 
| possible must be reclaimed public input should be received | 
| from the garbage that we by late February, although no | 
produce. definite cut-off date has becn 
bt announced. 
| , 7 | 
| 
| 
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Metropolitan Toronts*s depen. 
dence on landfilling, thereby 
conserving on Land use, and 
will ries the recover: of 
metals for re-use, * 
While the "OR? af 
plant is Sigrifacans, 
Million, Tr. Fitehes 
that "the cos: for the enone 
Stfuct ion a: THe a avn wid) 
be recovered fron the corges 
for steam to “us*®omers and 
the fee for refuse disposal.” 


Mr. Carman Chisamore, 
Manager of the Municioal Solia 

Tait of the Ministery of 
Energy, exrlained that the 
Ministry is working towards 
the estaslishrent of ’ viable 
One? grelromevasty industr. as 
Part ‘ts effort + I erease 
the Province’ « energy 
B01 fesarficroney, 


, Nas 


Sig 


“ir. Chisamcre Outlined 
the criteria under which each 

| 8S assessed: 

Secure Supply of Waste. 
Plants must nee be owers: ved 
a5 a result of a Misctaricula- 
ticn of the actual TWantite of 


Ryerson Pols techmeal Jistitute 
S0 Gould Si 

Torrente Ont 

MSBO1ES 


wwe tye a ee = 
’ or n 2%  - 


ation of an ine roCaee in the 
Supply of waste. The desiraba Ll- 
ity and POSSitble growth of 
Source separation TUSt Also te 
taken into account. It wil] 
affect the quantity, compysi- 
'!1O0" ond the heating value of 
‘he S3Ste, 

2) A Secure “ares. 

2) Proven Technology, Tire 

mi ane luke mace byrning, 
Mratulor TPOLMOFation, ena 
reTUSe Gerpee da fuel (HDT). 


If the first three erj- 
teria are met, the Yinistry of 
Pneray with the Ministry of 
the Environment Will carry our 
2 preliminary §SsCssmrent. fF 
Lhe econemie PrOsrects are 
good, 1 more detailed fers:- 
bility Studs will te done, 
With the Ministrs of Energy 
covering S® of tha eost, and 
thee mended s Rity and the re 
Pemtial custome, Often share 
ing the remaining §0°. A num- 
ber of studies have been done 
including those in London, 

Bay, Sudbur-, Waterloo, 

Catharines, the Niagara 
Pegion, ttawa-Carleton and 
the City of Toronte, 


4) Reonomie« Viability, Pack 
h3e°;7Ct muse Generate suff;- 
crent revenues to cover the 
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Crrital aad weriting coets 
over the Jats of ties ern rece, 
which tg "Sustl. lo-24 ears. 
3) Oerershin asa “Tan gement 
Structure. Plants Might Le 
Sownel by a Municipality or 
2 Ptvate crean , tut in Mr. 
Oni tseepe* 2 “st, 8Fe@ bose 


"Fr ted te 2 weere « Mrgenont 


A nnouncement: 


The Ontario R, ohne Information 
Service is availabe to de consulting 
work inthe tick ot munmapal roo 
om Waste redaction 


Mere INfOrMAt ON. contact 


Paul Paytor 
Ontario Reeyeching Information 
Service 


Ryerson Energy Centre 

50 Gould St. 

Toronto, Ont. MSB TES 

Tel. §93-1756, 1-NOO0-38 7-267 





MEMORANDUM FILE: 15 111 00010 


From. “illiam P. Taylor, P. Eng. 


May 9, 1983 


ooo PED ete cree 
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Attached is a summary of refuse collection data assembled for the 
years 1966 through 1982, and the projected statistics from 1983 
through to 1987. 

I trust this is the information you require; however, if further 
data is desired I would be very pleased to discuss same with you. 


4 f , 


William P. Taylor,P.Eng. 
Commissioner. 


AEMcD.mh 
att. 


1 oe 
{ . 
. 


—° Sa - 


c.c. E. M. Halliday 
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1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 


A) Actual Expenditure $265,029 342,536 371,923 436,425 473,058 546,202 586 ,602 918,450 1,003,190 1,139,626 











B) Approved Budget N/A W/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A n/A 0 ~—sO&S 1, 320,000 
c)" Landfill Cost R/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A $ 4.00 
c. 3 
7 = 
CONTRACT 
D) Per Capita Cost $2.83 3.18 3.05 3.30 3.43 3.46 3.36 4.71 4.51 4.84 
E)* Per Capita Production B/A W/A N/A N/A N/A N/A W/A N/A W/A 0.321 T Pe | 


F)* Gross Tonnage N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A W/A 75,421 
N/A N/A N/A 19 


49.2 


G) Total Collection Units R/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
H) Av. Miles P/day/unit N/A N/A N/A N/A R/A N/A N/A R/A W/A 





I) Av. Fuel cost P/unit N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A w/a N/A w/a $16.00 
Av. Fuel cost P/itr. m “ . ” = z ‘ “ ° 5 $ = 
Av. Fuel cost P/gal. nal ” sad ad sa $ - 


93,650 107,716 121,942 132,250 137,918 157,862 174,584 195,000 222,437 24,975 






342.70 363.49 380.79 393.26 420.30 449.40 469.42 487.08 534.45 
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REFUSE COLLECTION a~apanry I 
ar ee ee ee ee | 















BUDCET 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 
CURRENT PROJECTED 
A) Actual Expenditure $1,517,418 1,847,193 1,952,700 2,098,977 2,343,519 2,007,045 2,426,652 2,629,926 2,840,703 3,059,559 3,286,493 W/A 
(Contract Only) using projected pop. x p/capita price) 
| _. |B) Approved Budget $1,509,744 1,775,766 1,949,200 2,102,400 2,297,500 2,305,076 2,33¢,500/| W/A N/A m/A w/a n/a 
: . 2 
c} Landfita cost $ 5.30 5.30 6.50 8.50 9.98 9.98 10.88 11.43 12-16 12.80 13.62 14.38 
' 
; 
| 
; 
D) Per Capita Cost $ 6.06 6.49 6.98 7.41 7.86 6.57 7.47 7.80 8.13 8.46 8.79 N/A 
' t (average annual increase = $.33) 
- ° E}Per Capita Production 0.359T 0.336 0. 302 0.341 0.335 0.350 0.360 0.367 0.374 0.3281 0.388 0.395 
. | : (average annual increase = .007) 
, eg F} Gross Tonnage 82,000 88,703 84,519 96,550 99,946 107 ,096 117,100 |] 123,740 130,679 137,788 + 145,069 152,521 
R 3° (at above consumption rate) 
| ‘| §6) Total Collection Units 15 16 16 18 21 29 31 32 % 36 37 39 
wi +") 
; ~ |} 98) Av. Miles P/day/unit 51.4 51.0 51.3 50.6 49.7 47.8 47.6 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
C3 
i 1) Av. Fuel cost P/unit $17.00 17.50 18.25 23.75 28.50 35.00 40.00 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
| 3 Av. Fuel cost P/itr. 1S ~ 155 -16 21 -25 -35 41 " “i - nt 
t - & Av. Fuel cost P/gal. -68 -70 72 -95 1.14 1.59 1.86 ‘ - . 
| 8 GENERAL 
F J) Population 250,399 263,652 279,600 283,429 298,045 305,353 324,853 |! 337,170 349,410 361,650 373,890 386,130 
City Roads in miles 565.57 578.57 596.57 620.08 644.08 668.31 700.00 N/A (average annual increase = 18.97 mi) N/A 
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| BRUSH 6& DEBRIS AWALYSI5 
LL een senshsnpsseastnshesiiemsuasstanissnnissiestneeeenss - 
2 
: : 
. ; 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 
: 
; - 
| Expenditure N/A N/A 284, 309 319,000 392,600 443, 566 467,270 289,827 282,918 
| |) Approved Budget N/A 279,200 = -252, 918 239,800 371,000 410,400 465,900 264,500 181, 918 | 
; 
; ; ; 
. Frequency N/A 3x April, Sx Apr. May 1 in 5 wks i in 5 wks 1 in 5 wks lin Swks April, Mey Weekly 
>- May, June June, Sept. Apr. - Dec. Apr. - Dec. Apr. - Dec. Apr. = Dec. June 
; October 
Tonnage N/A N/A 2,665 3,817 7,011 4,246 4,507 1,507 W/A 
Cost P/Toa N/A N/A 106.70 83.58 55.99 104.46 103.67 192.32 N/A ) 
/ : 
Number of Loads N/A N/A N/A 2,293 3,600 3,620 2,400 1,200 N/A oot 
P/Capita Cost $ 1.26 $1.14 $ 1.21 $ 1.40 $ 1.56 $ 1.57 $ .95 $ .56 
+.49 
| Population 222,437 250,399 263,652 279,600 283,429 298,045 305,353 324,853 
| 
, | Be: 
| ] - 
~ a Brush and debris collection in the City of Mississauga has taken a substantial and significant turn since 1974. From 1 
| = | “pick-up in spring to weekly collection incorporated into the refuse collection contract, brush and debris demands have 
' ar? increased steadily. Those demands rose significantly between 1977 and 1980 impelling Council to consider more cost 
= efficient collection and Steadfast by-law amendments to combat the 
sees | 


ever increasing tonnage and variety of collected 
items. Since June 1981, brush & debris has with few exceptions been curbed of its former 


. og spiralling effect and brought 
. et ae into line with consistent well conformed requirements. Those requirements have taken from the street a devastating 
; Sy ag Blare and replaced it with it's former aesthetic appeal 


; - It is expected to be held in good check through contract 
: oo collection and to provide a more acceptable cost relation as long as it remains so. 
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march 7, 1983 12OHN) SG — a | | 
a a | | 
Re: Garbage Collection . 


I think part of our difficulty in dealing with this issue is 


are not very well informed, either to the facts pertaining to the collection 


contract or the total Statistical Picture. In that regard, it would be 
helpful to have the following made available: 
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all 
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4 a) 


+ we SD Ow eee Se ~ cope ees 


Total cost of garbage collection 1972, 1974, 1976, 1981 and 1982 
4b) Per capita garbage collection costs in the same years 


vc) Garbage Production totals for residential and industrial in the same 
years 


eee ee Eee 


ve) We should have Some understanding of the present contract in terms 
of the number of trucks, the average number of kilometers travelled 
by each truck per day, and the average fuel cost per truck per day 


f) By 1987, Mississauga shall produce 


tons of garbage 
per capita) at a cost of per ton and a 
cost per capita 


eer ee - ~ -e- eee 


site. There will 
factors (a) loss of individual garbage service 
(b) the increased number of trucks 


to do the same job as at present with 
the extra manpower wasted in tran 


Sporting the garbage and in the extra fuel 
cost: which are associated with such haulage. 


he moment that Brampton residents, 


given the precedent 
in Mississauga, will demand a ten year moratorium on the new garbage 
facility. 
| 
—— ; 


: 
4 
' 
: 
_- * . “-. - - . i , 
Te . . 
ae ’ : Lig ~—s W : ’ P ~~ —: - ss . A =< _ r 


es —_ an niet din in 
- oe eee “ 
— - CIT — 
oo a a a rth ee 


Se ee 
eS eee 
-- = a 


| 
ee ee , 





i 
ie. 


MP teses, ns ng test tT . 
SR ET <p, 
ao i - i> . 


bo coke gh ae Aga qatar cg 2 








* 


Anh ne ey 





have 


have evolved in 





f 
a 
: | Hig | 
| j Hi ae | : 
| | jilo2¢ 33 Hy t 
| sf py, ¥ 
| r : : Hit i | tide, 








ec rai: scarey ———— err em ee | . ~~ *  — 
° 








OE PERS Gere eee Here & 





a ee a ES er = a 4 ett kr 58e.> Ere} 


ere sy a van : ci | 7 7 Oe Me a Te 
Sa oh te Bn A MS EMRE SR Ti BL ROE, 


=" ate, ie ee ee vee 


| 
: 
— | 
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William Pp, Taylor, P.Eng. 
The Public Works Commibewe 
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Lisgar District — Site Development Concept Plan. 
Engineering and Works Department. 


The Consulting 
Lisgar District has presented to US @ proposed se 


SE 5 ae 





Contains six 


Curbs) as shown on Sketch 


and is for the 


Bell, Hydro, Cable T.V., etc. 
the dished 


tile is Picked up 


*+++ Continued .... 


- The servicing fo 
is by means of 4 private road (dished 
‘a. 


The road is a 20 ft. private lane with two g 
on either side which will be on the front la 
Purposes of shallow utilities such as Gas, 

The lots drain 
ently out to a 
ection 


Toadway and Subsequ 
which is located at the inters 
There is no storm sewer on the private Toad and the 


by a 6" foundation drain collector 
sewer. This servicing Concept is shown 


ft. €asements 


Overland onto 
Catchbasin 
of the public road. 


weeping 
on Sketch 'c'. 


ng the proposed layout and the 
€d that the first phase will ; 
. modules vary in size from 
140 ft. to 160 ft. by 210 ft. to 240 ft. ang each module 
houses r these six dwellings 
Pavement and no 
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~ ‘on May 16, 1983 | 


To: Chairman and Members of 
The Public Works Committee 
————— eC OMMIT TOC 


COMMENTS (Cont'd): It should be pointed out that the following questions and 
comments are purely for discussion purposes in order to get ! 
the Public Works Committee's reaction as to the viability . 
of further pursuing this concept. | 


Advantages: 3 i 


1. The servicing costs, we would presume, will be less 
from the Developer's standpoint, and therefore, should 
be reflected in the prices of the lots. 


(We are also realistic and know that the law of supply 
and demand governs, and lot prices will sell for 
whatever the market will bear. ) 


2. Less roads for the City to maintain including 
associated facilities such as storm sewers. storm 
drains, streetlighting, snow Plowing, etc. as 
maintenance of these facilities will be the 
responsibility of the homeowners themselves. (This can 
be negative from a political standpoint. ) 





3. Increased exposure of the unit to sunlight. 


4. Proposed public road system is a grid pattern which is 
energy efficient and better from a Transit standpoint. 


DISADVANTAGES 


1. Garbage Collection - The residents will have to take 


their garbage and place same at the intersection of 
the public street for pick-up. 


2. Snow Removal - The residents would have to get 
together and collectively arrange for snow removal on 
their private street. This can present problems from 
a logistic and financial standpoint. Also there will 
be complaints about the windrow left by the City's 
snow plow at the intersection of the private street 
after the public street has been plowed. 
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May 16, 1983 


To: Chairman and Members of 
The Public Works Committee 


COMMENTS (Cont'd): 3. 


Problems with the blockage of the sanitary sewer which 
affects some people and not others - this however, is 
a Regional problem and the Region should comment on 
the sanitary and water services to be undertaken.. 


As this proposal would not be under condominium. 
legislation and the maintenance of the roads, etc. 
would probably have to be covered by some agreement 
which is registered on title, the Legal Department 
should be asked to comment on this proposal as well. 


Possible social problems where disputes arise over 
cost sharing of the maintenance. 


Parking. It seems to us that parking on the private 
roads is not feasible due to the width and therefore, 
overflow parking will occur on City roads. If this is 
to happen, roads such as Tenth Line, Aquitaine Avenue 
and Battleford Road will have to be wider. 


Utility easements - the front 8 ft. of each lawn is 
proposed to be for utility easements. Additional 
costs may be encountered by the developer as a result 
of this, however, comments from the P.U.C.C. will be 
submitted within 2/3 weeks. : 


Can the politician live with a proposal such as this 
where people in other areas who own freehold 
properties receive full municipal services whereas 
these people will not. will there be complaints when 
staff say that the problem is purely on private 
property, whether it be road repair, snow plowing, or 
storm sewer blockage. Will the people want reduced 
taxes as a result of them maintaining the private 
street and services. 


Eliminating the storm sewer system on the private road 
predicates that the lots and the private road must be 
artificially tilted by the placement of fill to ensure 
that all drainage within a module is directed to the 
single catchbasin located at the intersection of the 
private road with the public road. 


...continued... 
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o selec. May 16, 1983 
' 
To: (Chairman and Members of ; 
The Public works Committee : 


. COMENTS (cont'd): The Committee can see that what is being proposed is a 
| | radical change in single family residential developments 
| and if it is approved for Lisgar, it will likely be 
*: requested in other new areas of the City. 


ee ee ee 


Based on the foregoing, we suggest that if Committee feels | 

that this concept should be tried, they should not permit | : i 
all of Phase I to be developed as proposed, but should only . 

allow a trial section of approximately 25% which should be . 

about 120 lots (20 modules) to be developed as proposed. | 
Further, we would recommend that further development of if | 

this nature not be considered until the City and the Region |e 

had at least two years to evaluate the module type 
development. 


“+ ee en eel 
o-— —— oe 


RECOMMENDATION: That the Public Works Committee's comments on this concept 

be reflected into the Engineering Department's comments to 
) . a the Developer with respect to the Lisgar Site Development 
' 7 a ; Concept Plan. 


W. P. Taylor, P. E 
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700 Balmoral Drive, Bramalea, Ontario.| 






— es <r A I 
- 
7 3 
® . 4 + Oy 
: s . 


| 
| 
| 


. — ee 














6 Ne NE TY ACE TN Ree ete A een ae = -~ 





ee erm eee 


: 
| 
an 


; 
3 
$ 
’ 
2 


ine 


ee ECON neat tein ~ —— +. ee a 


r ee 


- te 


WORKS COMMITTEE SUMMARY OF UNFINISHED BUSINESS 128C/17C Page 


| vy REQUEST REPORT REQUESTED SUBJECT SOURCE DUE DATE ND. C 
_e ry NO. FROM " > b 


163-82 Eng. & Works Feasibility of Constructing "rippled" Public Works - May 20/82 June 30/83 2 
pavement as a speed deterrent on 
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Torbram Road north grade separation Report of W.P.T. -Mar.10/83 
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CITY OF MISSISSAUGA | 
MINUTES | | 
MEETING #5 ’ 
NAME OF COMMITTEE: PUBLIC WORKS : 
DATE OF MEETING: Thursday, May 19, 1983 
PLACE OF MEETING: Committee Room 'A' at 9:30 a.m. : 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Mr. J. Rogers, Vice-Chairman, Chaired the Meeting 
Councillor D. Qulham, Chairman : 
Councillor D. Cook 
Councillor M. Marland 


Councillor R. &jarum ag = 
Mr. D. A. Strutt ) | +4 


o<se ee ews = 0 ere aeewws. “we + = - 


Mayor H. McCallion 


| | MEMBERS ABSENT: Mr. J. C. Saddington ia 
| | | Mr. W. Schofield 


OTHERS PRESENT 


Councillor T. Southorn i | 


STAFF PRESENT: Mr. W. P. Taylor, Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
Mr. A. McDonald, Director, Maintenance Engineering 
Mr. B. Barker, Subdivision Control Engineer 
Mr. G. Swinkin, Solicitor 
Mrs. C. Dodds, Committee Co-ordinator 


MATTERS CONSIDERED: 


be Letter from Ontario Recycling Information Service, received in the 
Mayor's Office on April 13, 1983, enclosing a copy of the 
November/December, 1982 and the January/February, 1983 issues of 
Ontario Recycling Update published by the Recycling Council of 
fm 


tario. 


It was moved by Councillor Culham that the City of Mississauga 
and Works Department subscribe to this information 
service and keep the Committee informed of items of interest. It was i 
further moved by Councillor Marland that the letter from Mmtario 
Pi Information Service and attachments be received for 
ormation. 


F.05.04.05 : | 
See Recommendation #20 (Councillor Culham) | . 
See Recommendation #21 (Councillor Marland) + 
RECEIVED | aq 
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-2- May 19, 1983 | 
' 
2. Summary of Refuse Collection Data assembled for the years 1966 . 
through 1982, and the projected statistics from 1983 through to 1987, 


The Committee reviewed the Refuse Collection pata and Councillor : . 
Marland moved that it be received for information. 


F.05.04.01 


See Recommendation #22 (Councillor Marland) 
RECEIVED 


— - ~—e 


; » Report dated May 16, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
; . Works, on the Site Development Concept Plan for Lisgar District, | , 
| ; north of Britannia Road, west of Tenth Line, attaching Ketches ; | 
| ; | showing the proposed layout of the first phase, a cross section of a | 
! private road and finally, the servicing concept. | | 


. 3 In his report mr. Taylor described the servicing proposed and, for 
| ) discussion purposes, outlined questions and comments on the | 
; | i advantages and disadvantages of the concept. | 


Mr. Taylor advised the Comittee that the consultants for the 
. | developer had asked for his department's response to the development , 
_@ but before replying or making any formal report to Council, he wished ) 
: Ef direction from the Public Works Committee and Council. 


It was moved by Councillor Qulhem that this matter be deferred and 
the developer and his consultants be asked to make a presentation to 
the Public Works Committee on June 16, 1983, at which time all 


Members of Council and representatives from the various departments 
and agencies that subsequently would be requested to comment on the 
project, would be invited to attend. 


C.04.07 , 
See Recommendation #23 (Councillor Culham) 
DEFERRED 


: 
: 
e—_—_——— 






















4. Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public works Committee | 
as of May 19, 1983. Staff was requested to have the report on the ' 
feasibility of constructing "rippled" pavement as a speed deterrent 
on Mineola Rd. E., available at the next meeting of the Committee. . 


(Request for Report 163-82) 


It was moved by Councillor & jarum that the Summary of Unfinished | | - 
Business be received for information | | 
A.03.04.06 

See Recommendation #24 (Councillor S jarum) 

RECEIVED 
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE pe 19, 1983 - 
ee b + + - 


REPORT NO. 5-83 ) al 


me ee ee ee ee 


TO: The General Committee of the City of Mississauga. 
LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: 


The Public Works Committee presents its fifth report and recommends: 


— - = ss 


20-83 That the ring and Works Department obtain an institutional 
membership the Recycling Council of Mtario and keep Council , 
informed of items of particular interest published by the Recycling ‘ +} 
on of Mtario in its newsletter entitled Ontario Recycling 

e. . 


F.05.04.05 
(38-20-83) 


21-83 That the letter from the Ontario Recycling Information Service, 
enclosing a copy of the November/December, 1982 and the 


January/February, 1983 issues of Ontario Recycling Update published 
by the Recycling Council of Mtario, be received for information. 


F.05.04.05 
(38-21-83) 


o-- 2 7? Te 2 ee - —-_ —* ee —_ a 


22-83 That the Refuse Collection Data assembled by the Engineering and 
Works Department for the years 1966 through 1982, and the projected 
statistics from 1983 through to 1987, be received for information. 


F.05.04.01 hyd 
(38-22-83) | | 


er er 


23-83 That the report dated May 16, 1983, from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works on the Site Development Concept Plan for Lisgar 
District, north of Britannia Road, west of Tenth Line be deferred and 
the Developer and his Consulting Engineers be asked to make a 
presentation to the Public Works Committee at its meeting to be held 
on June 16, 1983, at which time all Members of Council and | 
representatives from the various departments and agencies that ; . 
subsequently will be requested to comment on the project be invited 
to attend. 


C.04.07 
(38-23-83) 


>-e Pee eee moe 
-— 7 6-  OSe ere Ow Oe - 


24-83 That the Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public works 
Committee as of May 19, 1983, be received for information. 


A.03.04.06 
(38-24-83) 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
AGENDA 
PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 
WEDNESDAY, JULY 6, 1983 AT 9:30 A.M. 
COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
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CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 


PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE WEDNESDAY, JULY 6, 1983 
: A.M. 


AGENDA 


A. Mr. Somer Rumm, and others representing the First City Development 
Corp. Ltd., will appear before the Committee as a deputation to 
present the Site Development Plan for the Lisgar District; lands 
located north of Britannia Road, west of Tenth Line. 


See Item 1 
C.04.07 


MATTERS FOR CONSIDERATION: 


i. At the Public Works Committee Meeting held on May 19, 1983, the 
Committee considered a report dated May 16, 1983, from the 
Commissioner of Engineering and Works, on the Site Development 
Concept Plan for Lisgar District, north of Britannia Road, west of 
Tenth Line. The Committee decided that the developer of Lisgar 
District, and his consultants, should be invited to this Public works 
Committee meeting to present their proposal. Representatives from 
the various departments and agencies who subsequently could be 
requested to comment on the project have also been invited to attend. 


In his report dated May 16, 1983, Mr. Taylor advises that since the 
proposed servicing concept is so entirely different to the City of 
Mississauga’s normal engineering standards for a residential 
Gevelopment, the plan is being submitted to the Public Works 
Committee for discussion purposes to evaluate the pros and cons from 
the City's standpoint. Attached to his report are the following 
Sketches: 


Sketch 'A'- proposed layout of the first phase, showing modules in 
varying sizes from 140' to 160' by 210' to 240’. 

Sketch 'B'- cross section of Private Road. 

Sketch 'C'- servicing concept. 


In his report, Mr. Taylor describes the servicing proposed and 
outlines questions and comments on the advantages and disadvantages 
of the concept for discussion purposes. 


Mr. Taylor recommends: 
That the Public Works Committee's comments on this concept be 
reflected into the Engineering Department's comments to the 


Developer with repect to the Lisgar Site Development Concept 
Plan. 


File: C.04.07 
DIRECTION REQUIRED 


— += er ee ae es _ 


7 i . 





—— 


_— 0+ SE te -- ee 


—~<—s eee + eo 


ee ~~ = 


CD a - ee Te ee one 


LF > errr ete tt A as 





: 
| 
: 
; 
. 
: 
: 
: 


— ee es 


i ee ee — 


ee ee 


~ 


































3. 


ative July 6, 1983 


Report dated May 18, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
works, on traffic problems in school zones. This report is in 
response to Recommendation 413-83 of General Committee, which was 
adopted by Council on April 11, 1983, "That the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works prepare a report for consideration by the 
Public works Committee with respect to the implementation of a system 
whereby signs are erected and flashers activated advising the 
travelling public that the speed limit is reduced in an area which is 
a school crossing area, and/or that children are being picked up at 
that location, similar to systems which are in operation in various 
states in the U.S.A. and the feasibility of linking such signs with 
the computerized traffic system. 


In his report, the Commissioner advises that under The Highway 
Traffic Act, speed limit signs can only be reduced to 40 km/h between 
8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. on days on which school is regularly held and 
then only on sections of roadway immediately adjacent to a school and 
within 150 meters along the roadway in each direction beyond the 
limits of the land used for the purposes of the school. The Act 
further stipulates the size and type of signs that may be used. Mr. 
Taylor reports that three municipalities in Ontario (London, 
Burlington and Beach) have used the special speed zone signing 
to reduce speed limits on a roadway adjacent to a school and he 
describes their experiences. 


In conclusion, Mr. Taylor recommends: 


(a) That a system of changeable speed signs on roadways adjacent to 
schools within the City of Mississauga not be implemented. 


(b) That a system whereby signs are erected and flashers activated 
for school children at a school crossing or pick up area, not 
be implemented as it is not permitted under The Highway Traffic 
Act. 


F .06 .04 .02 
RECOMMEND ADOPTION 


Joint report dated May 18, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering 
and Works and the Acting Commissioner of Building, on On-street 
parking in residential areas. In March of 1982, the Public Works 
Committee had discussed the problems and complaints received 

on-street parking adjacent to multi residential areas and 
been advised that a Staff Committee of representatives from the 
Engineering, Building and Planning Deprtments was reviewing the 
matter and would be reporting back to them. In addition, in May of 
1983, the By-law Committee of Council asked that on-street parking in 
single family residential areas also be addressed. 
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Bec July 6, 1983 


In their report, the Commissioner of Engineering and works and the 
Acting Commissioner of Building advise that the Staff Committee hac 
identified 50 locations on 19 Streets where on-street parking is 
occurring adjacent to multi family residential areas. These 
Situations have been investigated to fing out why on-street parking 
is being used, i.e. two to three vehicles per family, garages being 
used for storage or other uses, insufficient on-site parking, etc. 
and a number of options to address the long term parking of vehicles 
On Toadways are outlined. 


The report recommends: 


a) That a system of alternate side parking be instituted on 


certain roadways in the City where a need for long term 
on-street parking is identified. 


b) Additional park control staff be provided for enforcement of 
Recommendation a above. 


c) The Planning Department review current parking requirement 
Standards. 


Meenas tached to the Agenda is a copy of a letter from Mr. R. A, 
McPhail, 1480 Robillard Road, requesting an amendment to 

By-law 444-79, the City of Mississauga Traffic By-law, to permit 
overnight parking on City streets when snow removal vehicles are not 
at work. This letter is referred to the Public Works Committee for 
its information by Councillor Marland. 


C.03.03 
F.06.04.02 


In his report, Mr. Taylor advises that the two roads in question have 
sharp curves and a history of cars Tunning off the road despite 
extensive advance Curve warning signs, advisory speed Signs and 
chevrons around the critical curve areas. A recent inspection of the 
OF the enroes Showed severe wear and bare pavement on sects of th 
of the curves due to turning friction of tires. Where there was no 
turning friction, the treatment was in 900d condition, A Comparison 
with similar installations in Oakville indicated that the cold 
weather installation may have been a contributing factor to the 
wearing away of the Surface treatment. 
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Inquiries made of the local residents indicated a genera] | 
dissatisfaction with the mess of loose gravel thrown up onto lawns, | eS 

ver the residents were not aware of cars leaving the road. Other = 
factors considered were the lack of snow during the past winter, the | 
Speed of cars on the roadway, the coarseness of the aggregate used , 
and the resultant rumbling effect on tires. 


Mr. Taylor recommends: i= | 


eee ee ee ons 
— = 


That a re-application of aggregate be placed on Mineola Road 

and Indian Road in the Summer of 1983 and the Engineering 

Department continue to review the effectivness of the special .- =a 
pavement treatment with respect to accident statistics and | 
Gurability. | 


F.02.01 rT 
F.06.04.05 | ’ 
RECOMMEND : 


ADOPTION 
ELON 
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ae 


a Report dated June 15, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and ; | 
Works, on the timing of the construction of walkways within 
residential subdivisions. 


Mr. Taylor advises that the Urban Development Institute is now | 


that instead of requir walkways to be constructed prior 
to issuance of the building wit Bee for the abutting lots in 


Mr. Taylor recommends: 


a) That future Servicing Agreements for residential plans of 
Subdivisions involving the construction of walkways: 


_—-—_ anh oe 


i) not require the construction of such walkways prior to 
the issuance of building permits for adjacent lots 


ii) require the developer to Clearly sign the location of all 
such walkways prior to the issuance of building permits 
within the concerned Subdivision to the satisfaction of 
the Commissioner of Engineering and works 


iii) require a restriction be placed on the title of lots : 
adjacent to such walkways which would prohibit the 
transference of said lots to private homeowners until the 
walkway has been constructed to the Satisfaction of the 
Commissioner of Engineering and works at which time the 
City Clerk is to provide a release on title to said 
restriction. 
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| 
6) That future Financial Agreements or Drainage and Occupancy | 
ts for residential plans of Subdivisions involving the ) 

construction of walkways, contain advisement to the owners and | 


future owners of lots adjacent to walkways that they abut a ' 
walkway. 


A.00.02.01 
RECOMMEND ADOPTION 
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Communication dated April 12, 1983, regarding the evaluation of the 

parallel noise barrier on the Queen Elizabeth Way. This letter was 

referred to the Public Works Committee by Council on April 25, 1983, 

for its information. Advice received from the Ministry of 
_ Transportation and Communication indicates that it will be somet ime a 

before their assessment of the installation will be completes. {. 1} 


! 

f 

vs Letter dated April 12, 1983, from the Ministry of Transportation and t 
: 
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A.02.03.02.01 
RECOMMEND RECEIPT 
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Commi 
following contracts were awarded by the Council of the City of 
Mississauga on May 24, 1983: 


(a) supply/delivery of granular material - Sherman Sand and Gravel 
Limited ($8,950.00) - Franceschini Bros. Aggregates 
Ltd. ($5,075.00) | 


ee 8 eo oe ee 


(b) crack sealing of bituminous pavement - Duron Ontario Ltd. 
($60,588.00) 


me ee eS oe 


(c) asphalt amulsion Slurry seal surface - Pavesea] Limited 
($68,700.00) 


(d) Supply and delivery of cold mix patching material - Warren | 
Bitulithic Limited ($34,960.00) : 
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(e) Goreway Drive/Etude Drive intersection improvements - Graham 
Bros. Construction Limited ($202,837.85) 


(f) curb cutting - Graff Diamond Products Limited ($30,375.00) 


(g) catchbasin/manhole repairs - Flag Construction Limited 
($67,346.25) 


(h) closed circuit television survey of storm sewers - Underwater 
Tel-Eye Sewer Services Limited ($17,600.00) 


(i) catchbasin cleaning - Superior Sewer Services Limited 
($21,600.00) 


(j) concrete sidewalk repairs - Campana Construction Co. Limited 
($184 ,800.00) 


(k) sodding - Country Sodding Co. Limited ($65,070.00) 


(1) asphalt pavement repairs - Ferma Construction Limited 
($269,810.00) 


(m) asphalt resurfacing - Pave-Al Limited and Orlando Corporation 
($723,084.75) 


(nm) asphalt paving of City boulevards - Econo Excavating and Paving 
Co. Ltd. ($317,880.00) 


(0) construction/reconstruction of culvert headwalls - Campana 
Construction Co. Limited ($35,220.00) 


(p) reconstruction of Camilla Road from the North Service Road to 
King Street - Fermar Paving Limited ($803,260.72) 


(q) a of Tomken Road from Burnhamthorpe Road to Eglinton 
Avenue (east side) - Fermar Paving Limited ($792,753.30) 


K.03.01 
RECEIPT 





Report dated June 23, 1983, from Mr. W.J. Anderson, Commissioner of 
Public Works, Region of Peel and Mr. wW.P. Taylor, Commissioner of 
Works and Engineering, City of Mississauga, regarding flooding in the 
Port Credit area in June 1982. Remedial work should be undertaken by 
both the Region and the City of Mississauga to prevent the 
Getrimental effect of storms and high lake water levels to both storm 
sewer outfalls and the sanitary sewer overflows. 
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(a) That the 
Region of Pee 
ring fi the services of y of 
ng firm to review & qualified Consulting 


changes 
necessary to prevent formula for 
lake water levels on i deterinental effect of storms and 


(b) That the Region of Pee} retain 
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| (c) similarly protect this H | . 
| 5 ane cost of the joint portion of facility. | | ; 
basis by the of this study f . 
Mi Region of be financed | 
| Ssissauga, balance to be at tno”, ne City of - 
G.03.0] expense of the Region. | ; 
a | 10. Summary of Unfinished Business | | 
| as of July 6, 1983, relating to the Public works c _ | 
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MEMORANDUM fries: 1) 141 c0039 ’ 
ll 211 00124 
- Chairman and Members of os William P. Taylor, P.Eng. 


—_ The Public Works Committee ee. Engineering and Works 
ananassae 


—_§rgineering andWworks 
pw. pate Jt 178 May 16, 1983 | 
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SUBJECT: Lisgar District - Site Development Concept Plan. 
ORIGIN: Engineering and Works Department . 


re, 


) | COMMENTS: The Consulting Engineer on behalf of the Developer for the 


This concpet is entirely  } | 
different to our normal engineering standards and therefore ; | 

we felt it should be presented to the Public works . 
Committee at this time for Giscussion purposes and attempt ) | 
to evaluate the pros and cons from a City standpoint with a Po 
view to obtaining direction from the Committee as to ae 
whether or not we should pursue this proposal further. . 


Attached is Sketch 'a' showing the proposed layout and the 
Consulting Engineer has indicated that the first phase will | 
be as shown on Sketch 'A'. The modules vary in size from | 
140 ft. to 160 ft. by 210 ft. to 240 ft. and each module ) | 
contains six houses. The servicing for these six dwellings | | 
is by means of a private road (dished pavement and no 
curbs) as shown on Sketch 'B'. 


: 
| 


The road is a 20 ft. private lane with two 8 ft. easements 

on either side which will be on the front lawns of the lots 
and is for the purposes of shallow utilities such as Gas, 
Bell, Hydro, Cable T.V., etc. The lots drain overland onto 
the dished roadway and subsequently out to a catchbasin 
which is located at the intersection of the public road. 
There is no storm sewer on the private road and the weeping 

tile is picked up by a 6" foundation drain collector 

sewer. This servicing concept is shown on Sketch 'C'. 


We would now like to discuss the pros and cons of this 
concept and pose questions which we feel must be answered 
from a practical point of view prior to formally submitting 
Our comments to the developer. 


+++» Continued .... | , | 
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en ne 


To: Chairman and Members of | ‘ 
The Public Works Committee | 


~ a nl Res Ae ating ae ss 


comments are purely for discussion purposes in order to get 
the Public Works Committee's reaction as to the viability 
of further pursuing this concept. 


Advan S: 
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| COMENTS (Cont'd): It should be pointed out that the following questions and 


1. The servicing costs, we would presume, will be less 
| from the Developer's standpoint, and therefore, should 
be reflected in the prices of the lots. 


- —~ + Sec oa Gee ~ 


(We are also realistic and know.that the law of supply 
and demand governs, and lot prices will sell for 
whatever the market will bear.) — 


2. Less roads for the City to maintain including 
associated facilities such as storm sewers. stom 
drains, streetlighting, snow plowing, etc. as 
maintenance of these facilities will be the 
responsibility of the homeowners themselves. (This can 
be negative from a political standpoint. ) | pes 


= 
a 
Sel 


3. Increased exposure of the unit to sunlight. 


4. Proposed public road system is a grid pattern which is 
energy efficient and better from a Transit stancpoint. 


DISADVANTAGES 


1. Garbage Collection - The residents will have to take 
their garbage and place same at the intersection of 
the public street for pick-up. 


te eee 
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2. Snow Removal - The residents would have to get 
together and collectively arrange for snow removal on 
their private street. This can present problems from 
a logistic and financial standpoint. Also there will 
be complaints about the windrow left by the City’s 
snow plow at the intersection of the private street 
after the public street has been plowed. 
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May 16, 1983 


To: Chairman and Members of 
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The Public Works Committee 


Problems with the blockage of the sanitary sewer which 
affects some people and not others - this however, is 
a Regional problem and the Region should comment on 
the sanitary and water services to be undertaken. 


As this proposal would not be under condominium 
legislation and the maintenance of the roads, etc. 
would probably have to be covered by some agreement 
which is registered on title, the Legal Department 
should be asked to comment on this proposal as well. 


Possible social problems where disputes arise over 
cost sharing of the maintenance. 


Parking. It seems to us that parking on the private 
roads is not feasible due to the width and therefore, 
overflow parking will occur on City roads. If this is 
to happen, roads such as Tenth Line, Aquitaine Avenue 
and Battleford Road will have to be wider. 


Utility easements - the front 8 ft. of each lawn is 

ed to be for utility easements. Additional 
costs may be encountered by the developer as a result 
of this, however, comments from the P.U.C.C. will be 
submitted within 2/3 weeks. 


Can the politician live with a proposal such as this 
where people in other areas who own freehold 
properties receive full municipal services whereas 
these people will not. will there be complaints when 
staff say that the problem is purely on private 
property, whether it be road repair, snow plowing, or 
storm sewer blockage. Will the people want reduced 
taxes as a result of them maintaining the private 


street and services. 


Eliminating the storm sewer system on the private road 
predicates that the lots and the private road must be 
artificially tilted by the placement of fill to ensure 
that all drainage within a module is directed to the 
single catchbasin located at the intersection of the 
private road with the public road. 


...continued... 
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May 16, 1983 


To: Chairman and Members of 
The Public Works Committee 
re 


COMENTS (cont'd): The Committee can See that what is be is a 


Toposed 
Tadical change in Single family residential developments 
and if it is approved for Li » it will likely be 
requested in other new areas of the City. 


concept should be tried, they should not permit 
all of Phase I to be developed as proposed, but should only 
allow a trial section of approximately 25% which should be 


| 
Based on the foregoing, we Suggest that if Committee feels 
that this 
' 
about 120 lots (20 modules) to be developed as Proposed, | 


y and the Region 


had at least two years to evaluate the module type 
development. 


RECOME NDATION: That the Public Works Committee! 


be reflected into the Engineering Department's comments to 
the Developer with respect to the Lisgar Site Development 
Concept Plan. 


)| 


W. P. Taylor, Pp, & 
Commissioner, 
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FILE REF : 11 141 00039 . 
MEMORANDUM 13 211 00205 ' 
| | 
Chairman and Members q . William P. Taylor, P.Eng., Commissioner | 
bis . Ss Lon, 3 we c fie ar , r : . 
City of Mississauga i |». ‘Engineering and Works . 
“ 
DATE JUN 1 F | 
. ROR ay js, 1983 | | 
FILE No. ‘O6bO0Y 0 : , | 
REQUEST NO. 54-83 < : ‘. 1983 , | ; 
CLERK'S FILE NO. F.0G.04.@2ewenrrsnnsers- » PY. DATE . | ' 
Mitts mmney't 
LADIES & GENTLEMEN : 
SUBJECT : Traffic Problems - School Zones. | 
SOURCE : General Committee Resolution 413-83. 
COMMENTS : Council at its meeting of April 11, 1983, adopted the 


following resolution made by General Committee at its 
meeting of April 6, 1983 : 


"413-83. That the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works prepare a report for consideration . : 
by the Public Works Committee with respect 
to the implementation of a system whereby 
signs are erected and flashers activated 
advising the travelling public that the 
speed limit is reduced in an area which is 
a school crossing area, and/or that 
children are being picked up at that 
location, similar to systems which are in 
operation in various states in the U.S.A. 
and the feasibility of linking such signs 
with the computerized traffic system." 

' 


; 
' 
Under Section 109 (4) (a) and (b) of The Highway Traffic . 
Act, changeable speed limit signs are permitted to | 
reduce a speed limit to 40 km/h. The speed limit can 
be reduced only on sections of roadway immediately 
adjacent to a school and within 150 meters along the ; f ». 
roadway in each direction beyond the limits of the land | i 
used for the purposes of the school. Therefore, speed : 
limits cannot be lowered by means of changeable message ‘a 
signs in areas of school crossings or where children are , 
picked up, unless these locations are adjacent to a 
school. 


continued ... 
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COMMENTS : 
continued ... 
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Traffic Problems - School Zones. 


Under Section 109 (4) (b) the speed limit can be 
reduced to 40 km/h on days which school is 

regularly held, and between the hours of 8.00 am 
and 5.00 pm. The Act further requires that the 
speed zone signs must be signed by signs either : 


1. Electrically illuminated from within the sign 
and legible to approaching drivers only when 
the sign is illuminated, or 


2. Mechanically louvred type sign which displays 
the speed limit only during the period of 
operation. 


The shape, size, colour etc. of the signs is also 
specified in the Act. 


To the best of our knowledge three municipalities 
in Ontario (London, Burlington and Wasaga Beach) 
have used the special speed zone signing to reduce 
the speed limit on a roadway adjacent to a school. 
The Engineering Department contacted these munici- 
palities and found the signs have been removed in 
both Burlington and London as it was determined 
that they were essentially ineffective and did not 
make any significant change to the traffic speeds 
in operation on streets where the signs were 
installed. 


Both municipalities used the internally illuminated 
signs which showed the 40 km/h speed limit when 


‘ activated. It was found that the message was not 


highly visible to the motorist and the City of 
Burlington added flashing amber lights in an effort 

to make the signs more visible. Enforcement problems 
were experienced by the Police in both municipalities 
and they both also indicated that they had experienced 
maintenance problems with the installations. 


It is understood that both London and Burlington used 
these signs in school zones adjacent to major collector 
roadways. Burlington's installation was on New Street 


which is a four lane east-west major collector with a 
basic speed limit of 60 km/h. 
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continued ... 
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Traffic Problems - School Zones. 


Wasaga Beach has had their signs installed in two 

areas adjacent to schools for the past six or 

seven years. The signs are installed on a two 

lane roadway as opposed to the more major roads in 
the other two cities. ) 


In discussions with a representative of Wasaga 

Beach it was indicated that no studies had been 
conducted to quantify the signs effectiveness, 
however it was felt that the signs were effective. 
This was contributed to the fact that Wasaga Beach 
is a small town and during the majority of the time 
schools are in, the traffic is made up of only the 
local people. 


aw, 


Itis felt that the experience of Burlington and 
London would more closely indicate the experience 
that Mississauga could expect. 


A louvred type sign which is also permitted under 

the Highway Traffic Act would be more visible than 
the internally illuminated signs used by London and 
Burlington, however they would be subject to more 
maintenance and possible jamming during winter months. 


With regard to the application of reduced speed zones 
in Mississauga, as indicated above reduced speed zones 
cannot be implemented at school crossings or school 

bus loading areas unless they are located adjacent to 

a school. The City's current practice is to erect 

the standard blue and white school crossing signs and 

to paint a yellow crosswalk on the roadway. These 
signs and pavement markings are installed where children 
regularly cross a roadway on the way to school. On 
busier roadways, adult school Crossing Guards are placed 
to assist the children. Also, at selected locations 
additional signing and flashing amber lights operated by 
the Crossing Guard have been installed to alert 
motorists to the presence of the school crossing. 


While it is feasible to connect the above noted flashing i | 
lights to the computerized traffic control system, it is ) 
not recommended since it is the experience of the , | 
Engineering Department that the current system of having | 
the adult Crossing Guard activate the lights has been 

effective and if the warrant for the Guard is not there, 

it is unlikely that the flashing lights would be required. 
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SUBJECT : 
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Traffic Problems - School Zones. 


Also the site would require the installation of a 
Communications Unit and Bell Canada lines as well as 
assignment of an intersection location, thereby 
reducing the ultimate capacity of the computer system 
with respect to traffic control signals. 


The flashing lights could possibly be operated from 

an adjacent traffic control signal, however it is not 
recommended that flashing lights be too close to a 
traffic signalized location and therefore it may not 
be technically feasible due to line losses, difficulty 
in running the lines to the crossing location, etc. 


Where children are being picked up, the most effective 
means of controlling traffic is the flashing red lights 

on the school bus where under the Highway Traffic Act 
motorists are required to stop in both directions on an 
undivided highway. It is our opinion that the installation 
of flashing lights at this intersection would be inappro- 
priate and could cause driver confusion. Also, the bus ~ 
pick up points are somewhat flexible and are determined 

by the School Board and are based on where the students 


are living. 


With regard to lower speed limits (i.e. 40 km/h), it has 
been the City's practice’ to maintain the use of 40 km/h 
speed zones for roadways immediately adjacent to schools, 
but which are not arterial roads or major collector roads. 


Tomken Road which is designated as a major collector, has 
an existing lengthy reduced 40 km/h speed limit, which was 
installed many years ago. We would note that our 
experience has shown that unless there is strict enforce- 
ment by the Police, this speed zone is not obeyed even 
during the times children are going to school. 


Since most of the schools are used as playgrounds after 
school hours and on weekends, it would be reasonable to 
maintain the 40 km/h speed zone on roadways adjacent to 
the schools, where the schools are located on roads which 
are not on arterials or major collectors. 


In the case of Tomken Road, the changeable signs permitted 
under the Highway Traffic Act could be used to increase 
the speed limit to the statutory 50 km/h after school 
hours. It is estimated that the cost to install a 
system of changeable speed signs for the entire existing 
40 km/h section of Tomken Road, would be $55,000.00. 
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FILE: ll 141 00039 | 
MEMORANDUM 13 111 00003 | . 
~ | Sid 
j Wiiliam P. Taylor-Engineering 
| Chairman and Membe RECEIVEL . A. Franks - Building . 
| of Public Works | recistry No. 573°) ’ | | 
) Dept. 
) ce 25 083 " a 1902 | 
C.0%3-e3 ee ae Fe ee : 
FILE Ne | 
| F_oG -of oR ) 
| ¢: €ek'S DEPARTMENT May 18, 1983 | 
| SUBJECT: _On-Street Parking in Residential Areas \ , 4 
ORIGIN: Public Works Committee | 
Report Request No. 71-82 a 
COMMENTS: In order to review areas where on-street parking problems 


are being experienced a staff committee was formed with 
representatives from the Engineering Department, Building 
Department and Planning Department. 


| 

| 

| 

| 

' 
The Building Department identified some 50 locations on 19 ti | 
streets where on-street parking is occurring adjacent to 
multi family residential areas. These areas included 
apartment, and townhouse developments. 


By-Law Committee at its meeting of May 12, 1983, requested 
that the issue-of on-street parking in single family 
residential areas also be addressed. 


The problem associated with the control of on-street 
parking on roads adjacent to multi family residential areas 
has been reviewed a number of times in the past. In 1979, 
a schedule was included in the Traffic By-Law to permit 
parking in excess of the three hour maximum time period. 
The Condominium Corporation situated at the northwest 
corner of Glen Erin Drive and Gananoque Drive had requested 
permission to park on the street to relieve an on-site 
parking deficiency. Since that time similar requests have 
been received throughout the City and other streets have 
been exempted from the City wide three hour maximum parking 
limit. At this time the areas exempt from the three hour 
limit are not signed as it was felt when this system was 
set up that signing would encourage others to park in the 
area thereby taking away space which was made available to 
meet a particular need for a specific development. 


As indicated above some 50 locations were identified by the 
Building Department. The Engineering Department conducted 
a comprehensive review of the 50 locations which 
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Chairman and Members of ‘ 
Public Works 


COMMENTS: (Continued) 


were identified as problem areas with respect to 
insufficient on-site parking facilities. On-site 
inspections were made, site plans where available were 
obtained and reviewed. Also, where possible the 


superintendents and property managers were contacted for . 
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In paraphrase, the following are examples of comments 
_Teceived during our review: 


- Some superintendents said "they were not aware of a 
shortage of parking, they had received no complaints | 
from tenants and they even had a few vacant spaces", | 
this comment, while deemed accurate, only occurred in a | 
very low percentage of the sites visited. 
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| ) 
Other comments which were received which point to the | ) 
reasons for the parking problems were: 


- "there is insufficient on-site parking 125% or 150%" , | ¥ | 
- "many families had 2 or more cars" as | 


| 
g 
) 
; 
| 
| 
; 
: 


- "garages were used in many cases for storage or for | 
Purposes other than vehicle parking" 


- "some people leave cars on the road because it was 
Closer to their apartment and they could keep an eye on 
it". In relation to this comment there was one 
specific case where a tenant experienced malicious 
Gamage to his vehicle while parked in the parking lot; 
he now parks it on-street where he can see it from his 
apartment 


- “some tenants park their vehicles on-s.:.ct to avoid 
paying the monthly parking fee". Some Superintendents 
commented that these people feel that paying for 1 or 2 
parking tickets per month is still cheaper than paying 
for a parking space. Generally, the three hour parking 
limit is enforced only upon receipt of a complaint. 
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Chairman and Members of 
Public Works | 


COMENTS: (Continued) 


- “there appeared to be a general lack of visitor parking 
in most of the areas visited" 


- “parking on the street is more convenient" 


The above comments represent what we have found to be a | 
good representation as to the reasons for the current a 
_ problem on a City wide basis. | 


We have found during this period of review that | 

developments fairly recently approved are also experiencing 
These problems are developing for ' 

basically the same reasons as previously mentioned, i.e. | 

two to three vehicles per family, garages not being used 

for parking purposes, insufficient on-site parking for 

senior citizen buildings, etc. 
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There are a number of options available to address the 


ie parking of vehicles on roadways. These options are as 
oOllows: 


tion 1 


— 
Oe eee ee 2 OS ~ tee. 


Keep the existing system of removing the three-hour maximum 
parking limit on a selected basis with no Signing . 


Option 2 


| by | Exempt certain areas of roadways from the three-hour 
| SS en maximum parking limit and sign the exempted areas. 


| | Option 3 


Eliminate the three-hour maximum limit on a City wide basis 
and permit long term parking on roadways except where a 


prohibition of parking is recommended for traffic flow or 
other reasons. 


Option 4 


Institute Permit Parking on a selected basis. 
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Permit parking was addressed in a report to Public works 
dated May 11, 1979. This report recommended against permit 
parking and suggested the current system of specific | 
exemptions from the three-hour maximum parking limit. It . 
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Chairman and Members of : ae 
Public Works | 


COMMENTS: (Continued) 


is felt that the City should not institute a system of | 
permit parking. In general, residentia] developments have | 
reasonable off-street parking facilities and where there 

are problems, it is felt that satisfactory arrangements can | gee dl 
be made for the provision of additional on-site parking or | . 
by the provision of an exemption from the three-hour ; 
maximum parking limit. The areas which are experiencing 
the on-street parking problems are not as intensive as the 
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problems which are being experienced in the City of Toronto 

| . which has the permit System. The administration and 

| enforcement of a permit system is complex and if a system 
of permit parking is instituted very strict criteria would ) 
have to be established. Additional staff would be required ) 
| for both the administration and the enforcement of such a | 
| — | system. , | | 


Option 5 


Install On-Street Metered Parking ; 4 ae 


This would involve the placing of on-street parking meters 
in areas where long term overnight parking is required. 

This would be suitable in areas adjacent to higher density 
residential areas where there would be enough demand. This | 
option would require considerable capital investment, : . 
however, the anticipated revenues would result in a payback | 
in approximately two years. This system would require oo 
substantial enforcement in order to ensure that there would ; 
be no freeloading. Increased parking enforcement officers | Be 4 
would be required. ‘et 


Re ago es 


From our review it is evident that a system to permit long 

term on-street parking should be instituted in a limited 
site specific manner. Also, it is evident that additional ' 
By-Law enforcement staff would be required to make any io 
system function Satisfactorily. - 
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Any system that is implemented should be evaluated by the 
City based on actual need. If additional on-site parking | : 
can be provided, for example, by reducing open space (not | 
below a reasonable level), or by re-marking an existing | 
parking area to reflect the new parking space dimensions, 

this should be done before any consideration is given to | 

exempting a roadway from the three hour limit. ’ 
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Chairman and Members of | 
Public Works | 





COMMENTS: ( Continued) 


It is suggested that the City institute a selective system 

of eliminating the three-hour limit on certain roadways and . 
that alternate side parking be provided where possible and . tg 
that the appropriate signing be installed. This alternate 
side parking would be permitted on one-side of the roadway 
between 7pm and 7am and then on the other side of the , 

roadway between 7am and 7pm. There are areas where it may ; 14 
‘not be feasible to institute an alternate side parking 

system for example, where there is a multi family 

residential development across from single family 

residential development. In this case it is felt that it 

is more appropriate to have the on-street parking limited 

to the side of the road adjacent to the multiple family 
development and to prohibit the parking on the side of the 

single family development. 
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With this system staff will have to evaluate each request 
with respect to the following criteria: 


- the need for the on-street parking 


- the possibility and feasibility of providing additional 
on-site parking 


- suitability of adjacent roadway to accommodate | 
on-street parking. 


If the above criteria are satisfied then staff would 
prepare a report recommending an exemption from the ) 
three-hour limit with the appropriate alternate side 
parking being provided. | 


This system would be appropriate for use in both multi 
family and single family residential areas. 


It has also come apparent that the current parking 
requirements should be reviewed with respect to their 
adequacy particularly as they relate to senior citizen 
apartments. 


RECOMMENDATIONS: 1. That a system of alternate side parking be instituted 


on certain roadways in the City where a need for long 
term on-street parking is identified. 
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1480 Robillard Road : 
Mississauga, Ontario 
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Ly 6. 1983 


) | 
. City of Mississauga . Vv 
a 2h 
Attention: Councillor Mar land p. “. DATE Ji 
1 City Centre Drive | | 
Mississauga, Ontario . | 


— 
. 
> <n adedbedth 
eee e mg —ate 


| | | Gent lemen: 

: ; 

| ) | By-Law 444-179 | 
| 
; 
: 


(j) of the above city by-law prohibits 


I have been advised that Section 8- 
While this 


parking on city streets for periods of three consecutive hours. 
cCerieowr 


) 
) may be a necessity during, times of the 
activity or traffic patterns, overzealous enforcement during the spring, | | 


summer, and fall in residential areas such as the one in which I live can 
This is compounded by the city's policy of not releasing 
the names of persons who complain and force the parking enforcement crews to | 


Your office has been made aware of an ugly situation which has 
the warding of the by-law and the 


year and/or because of maintenance 


wre ew = 
















cause problems. 


respond. 
developed on Robi}lard Road because of 


secrecy policy. 


The same situation probably exists in other parts 


east shrink the problem. I suggest 
during that time of 


Other municipalities 


I appeal to you for help. 
of the city. To help resolve, or at 1 
that the by-law be amended to permit overnight parking 
the year when snow removal vehicles are not at work. 
have such regulations and they seem to work well. 
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can be taken 1s requested. 
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R.A. McPhail . 


A reply as to what action 
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Assessment of Special Pavement Treatment on Mineola 
Road and Indian Road. 


a) ae ee ee 





Engineering and Works Department. 


On October 4, 1982, a special surface treatment was 
applied to two roads with sharp curves where there 
was a history of vehicles failing to negotiate the 
curve and running off the road. The two locations 
chosen were Mineola Road at Mineola Gardens, and 
Indian Road at Crescent Road. Both roads have been 
signed extensively with advance curve warning signs, 
advisory speed signs and chevrons around the critical 


curve area. 


Enclosed for your information is a copy of the report 
submitted to General Committee outlining this proposal 


last Summer. 


The surface treatment consisted of applying a tar and 
stone aggregate on the curve portion and 3 - 4 ft. 
wide horizontal sections in advance of the curve, 
spaced 6 ft. apart to warn motorists of the curve, as 
well as around the curves. 


An inspection was recently made at the two locations 
where it was found that severe wear occurred since 
the application in October, 1982, and bare pavement 
was exposed on a good portion of the curves due to 
turning friction of the tires. The approach bars 
where no turning friction occurred were still in good 
shape. We feel this resulted mainly because of the 
cold weather during which the surface treatment was 
applied. The Town of Oakville also applied a similar 
treatment during cold conditions and similar results 
occurred. Two other locations in Oakville showed no 
serious deterioration over a period of four years. 
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Assessment of Special Pavemenc Treatment on Mineola 
Road and Indian Road. 


Our accident records were reviewed and no reportable 
accidents (over $400 damage) were recorded at either . ) 
location since October 4, 1982. However, this does 
not necessarily suggest that there were not vehicles 
that lost control and got into difficulty. 


lt AE Ae 


As many residents as possible were interviewed in 
the two areas to determine their reaction to the 
experiment. One overwhelming response was that 4 
great deal of mess was created by loose gravel being 
thrown up on the lawns. The residents contacted in 
both areas were not aware of any cars going off the | : 
road this winter. This may have been due to 4 com- | | 
bination of factors, being the additional signing : 

that was installed, the mild winter with less snow, 

and the project itself. 


——— 


At this point in time it is felt that there is some 
evidence that the experiment with the rough surface 
treatment has been successful. The root of the 
problem where there are occurrences of vehicles 
leaving the roadway, is speed. No matter what kind 
of surface exists, if speed is a factor there will 
always be problems. Because of the poor wear in 
the actual curve area, the surface treatment has not 
been that successful. However, the approach bars 
have not deteriorated and we feel they do provide 
effective warning of a hazard ahead. In driving 
over the approach bars, it was felt that the aggre- 
gate used was perhaps not coarse enough to give a 
significant rumble when the tires ran over the sur- 


face. 


GE OPP OLLIE AYO 


The Engineering Department is considering the experi- 
mental placing of the surface treatment (not speed 
bumps) perpendicular to the travel of vehicles on the 
approaches to intersections on Pinewood Trail. This 
location will be considered under a separate report 
dealing with traffic issues on Pinewood Trail. 


We would suggest that for an ongoing review of the two 
existing locations studied, that they be re-treated ir is 
Summer 1983 possibly with a coarser aggregate and ; 
under more ideal conditions. In attempting to reduce ; 
speeds, it must be realised that no matter what is 
done there is always a certain percentage of motorists 
who drive too fast for conditions, and there is not a 
great deal that can be done from a Traffic Engineering 


standpoint in these cases. 
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SUBJECT : | Rippled Pavement of Mineola Road East. 
SOURCE : Public Works Committee May 20, 1982. | 
COMMENTS : The following recommendation was made by the Public | 


Works Committee on May 20, 1982, and adopted by Council 
on June 14, 1982 : 


"That the Commissioner 2f Engineering and Works prepare 
a report for the consideration of the Public Works 

| Committee on the feasibility of constructing “rippled” 
1s 4 pavement as a speed deterrent on the roadway at Mineola 
; | Road East and Mineola Gardens on an experimental basis”. 


Oe — en te OG EE SE No EN Ey pa el ta 


' | Saas | Pa Subsequent to this recommendation, Councillor Kennedy 
ae” “4 | am and staff of the Engineering Department have worked 
together on a plan for application of a surface treat- 
ment to be used as a speed deterrent and provide a more 
abrasive surface around the critical curve area to 
assist in minimizing vehicles going out of control. 


This method is presently used by the Ministry of Trans- 
portation and Communications, the City of Guelph and 
the Town of Oakville with reported good results. Two 
Oakville sites were visited by Councillor Kennedy and 
staff, and feedback from area residents was positive. 


This report was requested by the Public Works Committee, 
however due to the timing of the next meeting of that 
Committee and the necessity to have this work performed 
during suitable weather conditions, we are submitting it 
at this time to General Committee to avoid delays in 
implementing the plan. 
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adequate 
effectiveness 


» and at Indian 
» and 


» ON an experimental basis 


that the Engineering Department re 
Public Works Committee after a tri 
months on its effectiveness. 


y of Crescent Road. 


port back to the 
al period of six 


will provide an 


of this type of surface and its 


in reducing accidents. 


——_ 


being proposed at that location 
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educe the number of accidents 


P 


in that area. 


Rippled Pavement of Mineola Road East. 


That surface treatment be installed at the intersection 


of Mineola Road East znd Mineola Gardens 


and Mineola Gardens, end Indian Road and Crescent Road 
Road and Crescent Road 


installed at the int2rsections of Mineola Road East 
is $820.00. 


curve on IndianRoad in the vicinit 

in an attempt tor 

The total cost for this surface treatment to be 
Engineering and Works Department 


Commissioner, 


We are currently experiencing similar problems on the 
analysis 


A similar treatment is 
We feel that these two areas 


William P. Taylor, 
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June 15, 1983 | : | Te 
way Construction within residential 
subdivis until such time as the building works on 
adjacent lots are complete. 


= nchiiiendiliieimmtaieacesnc tO 


ORIGIN: A suggestion of the Urban Development Institute. | | 


COMMENTS: Under the terms of the current Servicing Agreements for | 
residential subdivisions involving walkways, a clause is : 
included in Schedule 'C' which requires walkways to be 
constructed prior to the issuance of the building permits 
for abutting lots. | 


i Ee a ee ee ee oo, 


This procedure was implemented as a result of homeowners 

purchasing and/or occupying their lots and then finding a . 

mth walkway being constructed beside them. It was also i : 

|; ae } i initiated at the time when lots adjacent to such walkways | 
i 2S Se were larger and the side yard setbacks, at times, were | 

ane } large enough to permit the construction of the adjacent 


i Sa unit without considerable damage to either the walkway or 
3 | the walkway fencing. 


| 
| | ae 
; es. | A p42 | Recently, however, with the reducing of lot sizes, vi 

2 a a notwithstanding the 1.5 metre or five foot setback is at 


i 
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b iz BA required, the development industry has found that damages | 
| ree to newly constructed walkways are ever increasing. | 
| aes Accordingly, the Urban Development Institute has suggested | 
| | se that walkway construction be deferred until prior to the a - 
| | nie Ee occupancy of the units adjacent to such facilities. : te 
| ae 4 While we are in general agreement with their concerns, we ; | iz 
Pi Bo find that the prospective purchasers and occupants of such | Se 
(ase units should:-be protected as much as possible. an - 2 
| ; | | 3 1 . 
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ee June 15, 1983 


Chairman and Members 
of Public Works Committee 


COMMENTS: (cont'd. ) 


Accordingly, we suggest that the location of future 

walkways within residential plans of subdivisions be signed 

to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Engineering and 

Works prior to the issuance of building permits within the 

concerned subdivision, that advisement be included on the 

titles of the adjacent lots that they abut a walkway, and 

that the transference to the private homeowner be 

restricted on title until the walkway is actually ‘ 
constructed. 


In this manner, we feel that the future owners will be 
reasonably advised and the concerns of the private 
development sector are best accommodated. 


RECOMMENDATIONS: 1. That future Servicing Agreements for residential plans 
of subdivisions involving the construction of walkways: 


a) not require the construction of such walkways prior 
to the issuance of building permits for adjacent 
lots 


b) require the developer to clearly sign the location 
of all such walkways prior to the issuance of 
building permits within the concerned subdivision 
to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works 


c) require a restriction be placed on the title of 
lots adjacent to such walkways which would prohibit 
the transference of said lots to private homeowners 
until the walkway has been constructed to the 
satisfaction of the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works at which time the City Clerk is to provide a 
release on title to said restriction. 


2. That future Financial Agreements or Drainage and 
Occupancy Agreements for residential plans of | 
subdivisions involving the construction of walkways, 
contain advisement to the owners and future owners 
lots adjacent to walkways that 
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William P. Taylor, 
Commissioner 





cc: E. M. Halliday 
R. G. Edmunds 
A. Franks 
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Transportation Technology oo 


and Energy Branch 

Human Factors Assessment 
4th Floor West Tower 
1201 Wilson Avenue 


Downsview, Ontario. 
envate Leds AS/E2 = 


April 12, 1983 
en ee 


RECEIVE: 


Mr. T. L. Julian f 
lg Food REGISTRY No. YOG2_ 
f 








- 1 City Centre Drive 


Dear Mr. Julian: |e = OEPARTMENT 


| 
‘ 
g 
B 
i 
E 
i 
f 
) 


Read. The observations are part of an overall study to evaluate 
the effect(s) of a parallel noise barrier constructed along the 
Q.E.W. in the above area. 


! 
: 
| 
| 
) 
work includes the collection of traffic counts and 
Speeds at various locations am the North/South Service roads and 
at the off-ramp from westbound-Q.E.W. to Cawthra Read. The data 
collection is to begin the week of April 11 and continue for | 
approximately 2 weeks. 


If you require further information or clarification of the above 
Please call Mr. Paul Gorys at 248-3571. 


Chi, Roawe, p pate_sJucy 6. 1983 
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naineering and Works 
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une 3, 1983 


Pp“. DATE _TJury 6. 1983 
Glass Recycling 


Public Works Committee meeting of April 28, 1983. 


LOON'S DEPARTMENT 


At the informal meeting of the Public Works Committee held on 
ted to report at the next meeting 
on the first month's operation of the Glass Recycling Programme 
being conducted by the Mississauga Clean City Campaign at the 
Mavis Road works yard. 


The following are our comments which are based on the information 
provided to us by the M.C.C.C. The public response to the Glass 
Collection Depot since its opening has been very limited. To 

date only about half a bin load of glass has been brought in and 
crushed. This would represent approximately four to five tons. 

Due to the disappointing response So far the M.C.C.C. is considering 
paying the public One Cent per bottle providing satisfactory 
arrangements can be made with the Purchaser of the glass. At the 
time of writing this report no further details. are available. 


That the report dated June 3, 1983, from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works regarding Glass Recycling, be rece ved. 









William P. Taylor, Pf Eng., 
Commissioner, 
Engineering 


Mr. E. M. Halliday 





eres nee re 


oe GE OE 
ee oom 


~—— 
ee Ee ee 


— 


a 
| 
| 
| 
| 


~o- 


| 
. 
; 
' 





— ee | 


Ee 


2 Sh ee Om aster ee 


— 
















The Regional Municipality of Peel 


Retention of Consulting- Req.- #6 8-83; 
oLERK'S DEPARTMENT _| 
ALLL OO. 


ne a result of the flooding of June 29, 1962 in the Heck Seas 
area, esult of the ernined that renedial work should be woertaken 
etemthe City of Mississauga to prevent the 
gonna and high lake water levels to both 
A meeting with 
in agreement by staff that 
of construction be retained 


June 23, 1983 
File 83-2370 | ' 
Public Works Committee by Su | | 
City of Mississauge TEI 
im [RECEIVED | 
Chairman and Members REGISTRY No. JID | | 
Public Works Committee : 
Regional Municipality of Peel ote «=6§ JUN 7 RRC 
‘rutne GOSO \ : 
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P 
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sharing 
detrimental effect of stoms and 
respective sewers. 








Page 2 


File 83-2370 


June 23, 1983 


W. P. Taylor, P. Eng. 
Commissioner of 
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June 30/83 
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Report of W.P.T. | -Mar.10/83 Sept. 15/83 
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SUMMARY OF UNFINISHED BUSINESS 


on c 


Torbram Road north separation 


“eo * 


Feasibility of Constructing "rippled" Public Works - May 20/82 


pavement as a speed deterrent on 


roadway at Mineola Rd. E. and Mineola 


Gardens 
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=e CITY OF MISSISSAUGA a , 
| F MINUTES . 
|) @® soeetine 4 : | 
NAME OF COMMITTEE: PUBLIC WORKS 
DATE OF MEETING: Thursday, July 6, 1983 
: 
| PLACE OF MEETING: Committee Room 'A' at 9:30 a.m. 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Councillor 0. Culham, Chairman 
Mr. J. Rogers, Vice-Chairman, 
Councillor D. Cook | 
Councillor M. Marland : +] 
Councillor R. Skjarum 
Mr. D. A. Strutt 
Mr. W. Schofield 
| Mayor H. McCallion 
| MEMBERS ABSENT: Mr. J. C. Saddington 
OTHERS PRESENT: Councillor T. Southorn 
Councillor F. McKechnie 
Councillor S. Mahoney 
) STAFF PRESENT: Mc. W. P. Taylor, Commissioner of Engineering and works 
Mr. A. McDonalo, Director, Maintenance Engineering 
Mr. 8. Barker, Subdivision Control Engineer 
| | 
| | 
| | 
| ia 
. 
| his 
| sketch "A'- proposed layout of the first phase, showing moaules in 
) varying sizes from 140° to 160° 210° to 240°. 
Sketch 'B'- cross section of Private Road. 
Sketch 'C'- servicing concept. 
| 
: 
b | 
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-2- July 6, 1983 


Mr. Somer Rumm, Senior Vice President of First City Development Corp. 
Ltd., opened the presentation by requesting the Committee's approval 
in principle to their plans for the Lisgar District. The following 
took part in the presentation: 


Mr. Harry Petchar, Team Three 

Mr. J. Bobaljik, Miller Bobaljik Architects 
Mr. D. C. Levens, Paul Theil & Associates 
Mr. S. Iczkovitz, Solicitor 


The development, described as an innovative method of producing 
better housing to the citizens of Mississauga, covers 2000 low 
density units in modules of six units each. The modules vary in size 
from 140 feet to 160 feet by 210 feet to 240 feet and each module 
contains six houses. Each six unit module has its own private 
access road off a City owned system of thoroughfares. Servicing is 
by a 10 metre wide common easement centred in the private road. 


Unveiled during the presentation was an illuminated table top model 
of the project, and, for comparative purposes, a small section 

similar housing at equal density in a conventional 
development was added to the model. 


Advantages to the proposed development over conventional developments 
were described as follows: 


- Municipal services, limited to City streets, would therefore be 
reduced 


- Better traffic movement. Cars not required to back onto any 
public roads. 

- Better parking facilities. Each unit has its own double 
Griveway and double garage plus the possibility of on-street 


- The askew positioning of the houses on the lots offered better 


street scapes. 

- Better day light - askew location of units on the lots allowed 
@aylight on three sides, which gave an "open" appearance to the 

. Versatility of positioning of houses also allowed 

for the use of solar power. 

- Better lot drainage. : 

- Private street ownership, sense of identity and belonging to 
the smaller community within the development. 
Private street safer for children playing. 
Private street offered better security since strangers would be 


more noticeable. 

- Better use of lands not requied for lot coverage. 

"Garden City" living. 

~ Answered the problem of reduced lot sizes necessitated by 
economic pressures which had resulted in poor street scapes and 
a high degree of repetition. 

~ Although all modules are six lots, the three different sized 
modules available and three different sized lots offered great 
variety further enhanced by the different house designs. 

~ Larger private back yards with limited view sharing. 

- Although conventional street lighting would be installed on 
City streets, more decorative standards would be used on the 


private roadways. 
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-~3- July 6, 1983 


Item 1 Continued 


- Special consideration had been given to lot grading and new 
designs were thought to be more practical than conventional 
schemes 


- Each lot drains to catchbasin or street and does not drain from 
one lot to another. More catchbasins provided than would be 
provided in a conventional development. Restrictions on 
swimming pools might be necessary on some lots if the drainage 
could not be handled by catchbasins. 

- More storm sewer outlets provided than required in Mississauga. 

- Front yard easement access for utilities with shut-off's at 
easement and property line. At the request of Utility 
Companies, conduits would be provided initially. ) 

- Reduced sewer crossing over conventional servicing. 4 

- Foundation drains connected to Foundation Drainage Collectors 
(F.D.C.) not to storm sewers, therefore no danger of sanitary 
sewer backups during storms. This also meant that storm sewers 
did not have to be as deeply constructed as in a conventional 


development . 


Disadvantages to the type of development proposed over conventional 
developments were: 


-- ee 


- Issue of maintenance of the private roads and the sharing of 
maintenance costs. Counsel for the Developer felt that this 
could be satisfactorily handled and adequate protection could 
be given to all parties by deed convenants and guidelines. 


It was noted that other developments such as Lorne Park Estates 
and a smaller development off Otis Averue handled similar 
situations satisfactorily. 


- Municipal services would only be provided on City streets, 
therefore snow clearing would have to be provided by the 
residents for their own private roadways. Garbage would have 
to be transported to the City street for pick-up. It was 
pointed out by the developer that the innermost unit was 
approximately 140' from the street which is not substantially 
further than large lots with deep setbacks. Garbage cans on 
wheeled carts were being used in similar developments in 
California and Australia. Insofar as snow removal was 
concerned, the Developer felt that this was an obvious problem 
that would be recognized and solved by the owners themselves. 


Other matters mentioned were: 


Special City By-laws would be necessary to handle setbacks, 
auxiliary buildings and to exercise controls within the 
development. 


Ownership within the development would include the individual | 
lot, plus a portion of the private road on which all owners | 
would have mutual rights and shared obligations. | 


ome we ~~ 


— —~ 


—_——— = ee ee ee 


: 
: 
: 





’ 
4 





wn 


a ee 








; 
a an a ne aman: 
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| Item 4 Continued 
' 
| | o~ In his report, Mr. Taylor advised that the two roads in question have 


extensive advance curve warning signs, advisory speed signs and 
chevrons around the critical curve areas. A recent inspection of the 
two locations showed severe wear and bare pavement on a good portion 
of the curves due to turning friction of tires. Where there was no 
turning friction, the treatment was in good condition. A comparison 
with similar installations in Oakville indicated that the cold 
weather installation may have been a contributing factor to the 
erosion of the surface treatment. 


Inquiries made of the local residents indicated a general 
dissatisfaction with the mess of loose gravel thrown up onto lawns, 

. however the residents were not aware of cars leaving the road. Other 9 
| factors considered were the lack of snow during the past winter, the | 
| . | speed of cars on the roadway, the coarseness of the aggregate used | 
) and the resulting rumbling effect on tires. 


Mr. Taylor recommended: 


~ oo ”_ 
- ne et 
ere eee © Oe SS - 


| That a re-application of aggregate be placed on Mineola Road 
and Indian Road in the Summer of 1983 and the Engineering 
Department continue to review the effectivness of the special 
pavement treatment with respect to accident statistics and 
durability. 


a) F 02.01 
F .06.04.05 
See Recommendation #26 (Councillor Marland) 
ADOPTED 
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3. Report dated June 15, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works, on the timing of the construction of walkways within 
residential subdivisions. Due to the lateness of the meeting, it was 
Suggested by Councillor Marland that this matter be deferred to the 
next meeting. : 


A.00.02.01 : 
DEFERRED 


6. Letter dated April 12, 1983, from the Ministry of Transportation and 
Communications dated April 12, 1983, regarding the evaluation of the 
parallel noise barrier on the Queen Elizabeth way. This letter was 
referred to the Public Works Committee by Council on April 25, 1983, 
for its information. Advice received from the Ministry of 
Transportation and Communication indicated that it will be sometime 
before its assessment of the installation will be completed. 


A.02.03.02.01 | 
See Recommendation #27 (Councillor Marland) 
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«ie July 6, 1983 


Report dated June 3, 1963, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
works on the poor public response so far to the glass recycling 


being conducted by the Mississauga Clean City Campaign at a - 


programme 
the Mavis Road works yard. This status report was requested by the 
Public Works Committee at its meeting on April 28, 1983. 


F.05.04.05 
See Recommendation #28 (Councillor Marland) 


RECEIVED 


For its information, the Committee was advised that the following 


contracts were awarded by the Council of the City of Mississauga on 


May 24, 1983: 
(a)  supply/delivery of granular material - Sherman Sand and Gravel | 
Limited ($8,950.00) - Franceschini Bros. Aggregates | 
Ltd. ($5,075.00) 
(b) crack sealing of bituminous pavement - Duron Ontario Ltd. 
($60,588.00) ) 
(c) asphalt amulsion slurry seal surface - Paveseal Limited | 
($68, 700.00) | 
(d) supply and delivery of cold mix patching material - warren | 
Bitulithic Limited ($54,960.00) 
(e) Goreway Drive/Etude Drive intersection improvements - Graham 
Bros. Construction Limited ($202,837.85) 
(f) curb cutting - Graff Diamond Products Limited ($30,375.00) 
(g) catchbasin/manhole repairs - Flag Construction Limited 
($67,346.25) oO 
(h) closed circuit television survey of storm sewers - Underwater 
Tel-Eye Sewer Services Limited ($17,600.00) 
(i) catchbasin cleaning - Superior Sewer Services Limited 
($21,600.00) ‘ 
(j) concrete sidewalk repairs - Campana Construction Co. Limited 
($184,800.00) 
(k) sodding - Country Sodding Co. Limited ($65,070.00) 
(1) asphalt pavement repairs - Ferma Construction Limited 
($269,810.00) 
(m) asphalt resurfacing - Pave-Al Limited and Orlando Corporation 
($723,084.75) | 
(n) asphalt paving of City boulevards - Econo Excavating and Paving 
Co. Ltd. ($317,880.00) 
(0) construction/reconstruction of culvert headwalls - Campana 
Construction Co. Limited ($35,220.00) 
(p) reconstruction of Camilla Road from the North Service Road to 
King Street - Fermar Paving Limited ($803,260.72) 
(q) oe of Tomken Road from Burnhamthorpe Road to Eglinton 
Avenue (east side) - Fermar Paving Limited ($792,753.30) ) 
K.03.01 | 
See Recommendation #29 (Councillor Marland) 
RECEIVED 
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Report dated June 23, 1983, from Mr. W.J. Anderson, Commissioner of 
Public Works, Region of Peel and Mr. W.P. Taylor, Commissioner of 
Engineer and Works, “g Ag Missi , regarding flooding in the 
Port Credit area in June 1982. in which t was recommended that 
remedial work be undertaken by both the Region and the City of 
Mississauga to prevent the detrimental effect of storms and high lake 
water levels to both storm sewer outfalls and the sanitary sewer 


overflows. 
Mr. Taylor and Mr. Anderson recommended : 


(a) That the Region of Peel in consultation with the City of 
Mississauga staff retain the services of a qualified Consulting 
Engineering firm to review the present storm outfalls and 
sanitary sewer outflows at Elmwood, Cumberland and Helene 
Streets, and recommend changes, prepare designs, cost estimates 
and propose an equitable cost sharing formula for the works 
necessary to prevent the deterimental effect of storms and high 

lake water levels on the respective sewers. 


(b) That the Region of Peel retain the services of the same 
consultant to review the sanitary overflow at the Cooksville 
Creek and recommend changes to similarly protect this facility. 


(c) That the cost of the joint portion of this study be financed on 
a 50/50 basis by the Region of Peel and the City of 
Mississauga, the balance to be at the expense of the Region. 


G.03.01 
See Recommendation #30 (Councillor Marland) 


ADOPTED 





Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public Works Committee 
as of July 6, 1983. 


It was moved by Councillor Skjarum that the Summary of Unfinished 
Business be received for information 


A.03.04.06 
See Recommendation #31 (Councillor Skjarum) . 
RECEIVED 


RECOMMENDATIONS: As per Report No. 6-83 
ADJOURNMENT : 11:45 a.m. 


Chink. dboctsde 


CHRISTINE DODDS, COMMITTEE CO-ORDINATOR © 
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LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: 


25-83 a) That the concept for the development of up to 500 houses within 
Phase 1 of Lisgar District, lands north of Britannia Road, west 
of Tenth Line, as presented to the Public Works Committee at 
its meeting held on July 6, 1983, and described in a report 
from the Commissioner of Engineering and Works, dated May 16, 
1983, be endorsed; 


b) That the Public Works Committee consider reports at its next 
meeting: 


cae 


(i) from the Commissioner of Engineering and Works on the 
length of time that should be set aside to evaluate this 
“module type" development before further developments of 
this nature are considered, and 


(ii) from the City Solicitor, after consultation with Counsel 
for the Developer, on the legal aspects of mutual 
ownership and the responsibilities involved with the © 
private roadways within each module. 


| 
. 
| 
) 


| 
: 
¢ | 
REPORT NO. 6-83 : 
ee eee O- | 
TO: The General Committee of the City of Mississauga. +52 | | 
| 
; 


C.04.07 


’ 
; 
The Public works Committee presents its sixth report and recommends: 
| 
| 
(38-25-83) 

; 


26-83 That a re-application of aggregate be placed on Mineola Road and 
Indian Road in the Summer of 1983 and the Engineering Department 
continue to review the effectiveness of the special pavement 


Se ee ee ws ee 






treatment with respect to accident statistics and durability. 


F.02.01 
F .06.04.05 
(38-26-83) 


Transportation and Communication, regarding the installation of 
parallel noise barriers on the Queen Elizabeth Way, the evaluation of 
which is not expected for some time, be received. 


A.02.03.02.01 
(38-27-83) 


: 
27-83 That the letter dated April 12, 1983, from the Ministry of 
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28-83 That the report dated June 3, 1983, from the Commissioner of | 

(an) Engineering and Works on the poor public response to the glass : 
recycling programme being conducted by the Mississauga Clean City 

Campaign at the Mavis Road Works Yard, be received. —- 


) 
: 
. F.05 .04 .05 : 
| | (38-28-83) ) 
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| 29-83 That the information on the contracts awarded by the City of 
Mississauga at the Council Meeting held on May 24, 1983, forwarded to . 

the Public Works Committee for the information of its citizen | | 

members, be received. | 


K.03.01 . 
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(38-29-83 ) 


: 30-83 That the following joint recommendation of the Commissioner of Public | 
Works of the Region of Peel and the Commissioner of Works and | , 
t Engineering of the City of Mississauga, be adopted: ) 


(a) That the Region of Peel, in consultation with the City of 
Mississauga staff, retain the services of a qualified 
Consulting Engineering firm to review the present storm | | . 
outfalls and sanitary sewer outflows at Elmwood, Cumberland and | potto| 
Helene Streets, and recommend changes, prepare designs, cost | 
estimates and propose an equitable cost sharing formula for the 
works necessary to prevent the deterimental effect of storms 
and high lake water levels on the respective sewers. 


(b) That. the Region of Peel retain the services of the same 
consultant to review the sanitary overflow at the Cooksville 
Creek and recommend changes to similarly protect this facility. 


(c) That the cost of the joint portion of this study be financed on 
@ 50/50 basis by the Region of Peel and the City of 
Mississauga, the balance to be at the expense of the Region. 


(38-30-83 ) 
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31-83 That the Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public works 
Committee as of July 6, 1983, be received for information. 


A.03.04.06 ia :. 
(38-31-83) is 
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MEETING #6 
NAME OF COMMITTEE: 
DATE OF MEETING: 





PLACE OF MEETING: 
MEMBERS PRESENT: 


a 


MEMBERS ABSENT: 
OTHERS PRESENT: 


STAFF PRESENT: 


MATTERS CONSIDERED: 


time, the 


p 


Sketches: 


—_—— 
— -_—- ~-- 


Sketch 'A'- proposed layout of 


Lily Ur Mi >>1 SSAULA 


MINUTES 


PUBLIC WORKS 
Thursday, July 6, 1983 
Committee Room ‘A’ at 9:30 a.m. 


Councillor 0. Culham, Chairman 
Mr. J. Rogers, Vice-Chairman, 
Councillor 0. Cook 

Councillor M. Marland 
Councillor R. Skjarum 

Mr. D. A. Strutt 

Mr. Ww. Schofield 

Mayor H. McCallion 


Mr. J. C. Saddington 


Councillor T. Southorn 
Councillor F. McKechnie 
Councillor S. Mahoney 


Mc. W. P. Taylor, Commissioner of Engineering and works 
Mr. A. McDonald, Director, Maintenance Engineering 

Mr. 8. Barker, Subdivision Control Engineer 

Mr. G. Swinkin, Solicitor 


Mr. G. Bentley, Fire Chief 
Mrs. C. Dodds, Committee Co-ordinator 


At the Public Works Committee Meeting held on May 19, 1983, the 


Committee considered @ report 
Commissioner of Engineering and works, on the Site Development 


Concept Plan for Lisgar District, north 
Tenth Line. 


datea May 16, 1983, from the 


of Britannia Road, west of 


In accordance with the Committee's decision at that 
Developer of Lisgar District, and his consultants, were 


invited to appear before the Public works Committee to present their 
ious 


Also invited were representatives from the var 


roposal . 
departments and agencies who subsequently could be requested to 
comment on the project. 


In his report dated May 16, 1983, Tr. Taylor adv 
servicing concept is so entirely different from the City of 


Mississauga's normal engineering standards for a residential 

development, the plan was being submitted to the Public works 
Committee for discussion purposes to evaluate the pros and 
the City's standpoint . 


Attached to his report were the following 


varying sizes from 140' to 160" by 210" to 240'. 


Sketch 'B'- cross section of Private Road. 
Sketch 'C'- servicing concept. 


ised that since the 


cons from 


the first phase, showing modules in 
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-i- July 6, 1965 


Mr. Somer Rumm, Senior Vice President of First City Development Corp. 
Ltd., opened the presentation by requesting the Committee's approval 
in principle to their plans for the Lisgar District. The following 


took part in the presentation: 


Mr. Harry Petchar, Team Three 

Mr. J. Bobaljik, Miller Bobal jik Architects 
mr. DO. C. Levens, Paul Theil & Associates 
mr. S. Iczkovitz, Solicitor 


The development, described as an innovative method of producing 
better housing to the citizens of Mississauga, covers 2000 low 
density units in modules of six units each. The modules vary in size 
from 140 feet to 160 feet by 210 feet to 240 feet and each module 
contains six houses. Each six unit module has its own private 
access road off a City owned system of thoroughfares. Servicing is 
by a 10 metre wide common easement centred in the private road. 


Unveiled during the presentation was an illuminated table top model 
of the project, and, for comparative purposes, 4 small section 
showing similar housing at equal density ina conventional 
development was added to the model . 


Advantages to the proposed development over conventional developments 
were described as follows: 


- Municipal services, limited to City streets, would therefore be 


reduced. 

- Better traffic movement. Cars not required to back onto any 
public roads. 

- Better parking facilities. Each unit has its own double 
driveway and double garage plus the possibility of on-street 
overflow parking. 

- The askew positioning of the houses on the lots offered better 
street scapes. 

- Better day light - askew location of units on the lots allowed 
daylight on three sides, which gave an “open” appearance to the 
development. Versatility of positioning of houses also allowed 
for the use of solar power. 


Better lot drainage. 
Private street ownership, sense of identity and belonging to 


the smaller community within the development . 
Private street safer for children playing. 
Private street offered better security since strangers would be 
more noticeable. 

- Better use of lands not requied for lot coverage. 

~ "Garden City" living. 

- Answered the problem of reduced lot sizes necessitated by 
economic pressures which had resulted in poor street scapes and 


a high degree of repetition. 

- Although all modules are six lots, the three different sized 
modules available and three different sized lots offered great 
variety further enhanced by the different house designs. 

- Larger private back yards with limited view sharing. 

- Although conventional street lighting would be installed on 
City streets, more decorative standards would be used on the 


private roadways. 
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- July 6, 1YB5 


Item 1 Continued 


Special consideration had been given to lot grading and new 
designs were thought to be more practical than convent ional 
schemes. 

Each lot drains to catchbasin or street and does not drain from 
one lot to another. More catchbasins provided than would be 
provided in a conventional development. Restrictions on 
Swimming pools might be necessary on some lots if the drainage 
could not be handled by catchbasins. 

More storm sewer outlets provided than required in Mississauga. 
Front yard easement access for utilities with shut-off's at 
easement and property line. At the request of Utility 
Companies, conduits would be provided initially. 

Reduced sewer crossing over conventional servicing. 

Foundation drains connected to Foundation Drainage Collectors 
(F.D.C.) not to storm sewers, therefore no danger of sanitary 
Sewer backups during storms. This also meant that storm sewers 
did not have to be as deeply constructed as in a conventional 
development . 


Disadvantages to the type of development proposed over conventional 
developments were: 


a aww’ ~ OS ae -'~, 


Issue of maintenance of the private roads and the sharing of 
maintenance costs. Counsel for the Developer felt that this 
could be satisfactorily handled and adequate protection could 
be given to all parties by deed convenants and guidelines. 


It was noted that other developments such as Lorne Park Estates 


and a smaller development off Otis Avenue handled similar 
Situations satisfactorily. 


Municipal services would only be provided on City streets, 
therefore snow clearing would have to be provided by the 
residents for their own private roadways. Garbage would have 
to be transported to the City street for pick-up. It was 
pointed out by the developer that the innermost unit was 
approximately 140' from the street which is not substantially 
further than large lots with deep setbacks. Garbage cans on 
wheeled carts were being used in similar developments in 
California and Australia. Insofar as snow removal was 
concerned, the Developer felt that this was an obvious problem 
that would be recognized and solved by the owners themselves. 


matters mentioned were: 


Special City By-laws would be necessary to handle setbacks, 


auxiliary buildings and to exercise controls within the 
development. 


Ownership within the development would include the individual 
lot, plus a portion of the private road on which all owners 
would have mutual rights and shared obligations. 
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July 6, 1985 


Item 1 Continued 


Mr. W. J. Anderson, Commissioner of Public Works, Region of Peel, 

advised that he was familiar with this type of development. Fire 

Chief Bentley pointed out that there would need to be parking " 
restrictions on the private road and more fire hydrants would be 
required over conventional developments. Mr. G. Swinkin, Solicitor, 

| | expressed concern with the system of ownership and transferring the 

) | concept of joint financial obligations to successive owners. Other 

) ) | — comments, no further probleis were immediately foreseen by : 

s . , 


| Following questioning, the Committee expressed its enthusiasm for the ) 
| new concepts offered in the project, and Councillor Marland moved 

7 that the plans as presented at the meeting be endorsed for up to 500 | 
houses to allow both the developer and the City to properly assess ' 

the development. It was further moved by Councillor Southorn that | ) 
the Public Works Committee receive for consideration at its next 
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meeting, reports from the Commissioner of Engineering and Works on ' 
the length of time that should be set aside to evaluate this “module 

type" development before further developments of this nature are i . 
: considered, and from the City Solicitor, after consultation with 
| Counsel for the Developer, on the legal aspects of mutual ownership 
) | and the responsibilities involved with the private roadways within 
each module. These motions carried. 
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C.04.07 
See Recommendation #25 (Councillor Marland and Councillor Southorn) 


ADOPTED : ; 


2. Report dated May 18, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works, on traffic problems in school zones. It was suggested by 
Councillor Cook that this matter be deferred until the next meeting, 
with a copy of the report forwarded to the Traffic Safety Council for ‘ 
its information in the meantime. 


F 06.04.02 
DEFERRED 


a Joint report dated May 18, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering 
and Works and the Acting Commissioner of Building, on On-street 
parking in residential areas. Due to the lateness of the meeting, it 
was en ge by Councillor Skjarum that this matter be deferred to 
the next meeting. 


| 
| 
: 
: 


| 
C.03.03 
F .06.04.02 
DEFERRED b 
: 
; 
| 


4, Report dated June 14, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works, on his department's assessment of the special pavement 
treatment installed in October of 1982 as a speed deterrent on 
Mineola Road at Mineola Gardens and on Indian Road at Crescent Road, 
in accordance with General Committee's Recommendation No. 1190 
adopted by Council on September 27, 1982. 
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->- July 6, 1983 | 
Item 4 Continued | 





In his report, Mr. Taylor advised that the two roads in question have 
sharp curves and a history of cars running off the road despite ¢ | 
extensive advance curve warning signs, advisory speed Signs and i | 
chevrons around the critical curve areas. A recent inspection of the 
two locations showed severe wear and bare pavement on a good portion 
of the curves due to turning friction of tires. Where there was no | 
turning friction, the treatment was in good condition. A comparison . 
with similar installations in Oakville indicated that the cold 

weather installation may have been a contributing factor to the | 

erosion of the surface treatment. 


Inquiries made of the local residents indicated a general 
dissatisfaction with the mess of loose gravel thrown up onto lawns, 
however the residents were not aware of cars leaving the road. Other 
factors considered were the lack of snow during the past winter, the 








| | i 
speed of cars on the roadway, the coarseness of the aggregate used iia : ! 
and the resulting rumbling effect on tires. | 
Mr. Taylor recommended: ioe 
; 
) 
That a re-application of aggregate be placed on Mineola Road | 
and Indian Road in the Summer of 1983 and the Engineering | 
Department continue to review the effectivness of the special 
pavement treatment with respect to accident statistics and 
Gurability. | 
F.02.01 ) ae 
F .06.04.05 
see Recommendation #26 (Councillor Marland) 
ADOPTED 
Report dated June 15, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works, on the timing of the construction of walkways within 
residential subdivisions. Due to the lateness of the meeting, it was ) 
Suggested by Councillor Marland that this matter be deferred to the . 
next meeting. | . 
A.00.02.01 | 
DEFERRED | 
: 
Letter dated April 12, 1983, from the Ministry of Transportation and 
Communications dated April 12, 1983, regarding the evaluation of the 
parallel noise barrier on the Queen Elizabeth Way. This letter was i 
referred to the Public Works Committee by Council on April 25, 1983, ' ' 
for its information. Advice received from the Ministry of ) " 
Transportation and Communication indicated that it will be sometime | | 
before its assessment of the installation will be completed. Zz 
A.02.03.02.01 ri 
See Recommendation #27 (Councillor Marland) | 
RECEIVED | 
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-6- July 6, 1983 


Report dated June 3, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works on the poor public response so far to the glass recycling 
programme being conducted by the Mississauga Clean City Campaign at 
the Mavis Road works yard. This status report was requested by the 
Public Works Committee at its meeting on April 28, 1983. 


F.05.04.05 


See Recommendation #28 (Councillor Marland) 
RECEIVED 


For its information, the Committee was advised that the following 
contracts were awarded by the Council of the City of Mississauga on 
May 24, 1983: 


(a) supply/delivery of granular material - Sherman Sand and Gravel 
Limited ($8,950.00) - Franceschini Bros. Aggregates 
Ltd. ($5,075.00) 

(b) crack sealing of bituminous pavement - Duron Ontario Ltd. 
($60, 588.00) 

(c) asphalt amulsion slurry seal surface - Paveseal Limited 
($68,700.00) 

(d) supply and delivery of cold mix patching material - warren 
Bitulithic Limited ($34,960.00) 

(€) Goreway Drive/Etude Drive intersection improvements - Graham 
Bros. Construction Limited ($202,837.85) 

(f) curb cutting - Graff Diamond Products Limited ($30,375.00) 

(g)  catchbasin/manhole repairs - Flag Construction Limited 
($67,346.25) 

(h) closed circuit television Survey of storm sewers - Underwater 
Tel-Eye Sewer Services Limited ($17,600.00) 

(i) catchbasin cleaning - Superior Sewer Services Limited 
($21,600.00) 

(j) concrete sidewalk repairs - Campana Construction Co. Limited 
($184,800.00) 

(k)  sodding - Country sodding Co. Limited ($65,070.00) 

(1) asphalt pavement repairs - Ferma Construction Limited 
($269,810.00) 

(m) asphalt resurfacing - Pave-Aal Limited and Orlando Corporation 
($723,084.75) | 

(nm) asphalt paving of City boulevards - Econo Excavating and Paving 
Co. Ltd. ($317,880.00) 

(0) construction/reconstruction of Culvert headwalls - Campana 
Construction Co. Limited ($35,220.00) 

(Pp) reconstruction of Camilla Road from the North Service Road to 
King Street - Fermar Paving Limited ($803,260.72) 

(q) es of Tomken Road from rpe Road to Eglinton 
Avenue (east side) - Fermar Paving Limited ($792,753.30) 


K.03.01 


See Recommendation #29 (Councillor Marland) 
RECEIVED 
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-7- July 6, 1983 


Report dated June 23, 1983, from Mr. W.J. Anderson, Commissioner of 

Public Works, Region of Peel and Mr. W.P. Taylor, Commissioner of 

a ne and Works, +. of bane es regarding oe, in the 

Port Credit area in June 1 in whi t was recommended t 

remedial work be undertaken by both the Region and the City - , 
Mississauga to prevent the detrimental effect of storms and high lake 

water levels to both storm sewer outfalls and the sanitary sewer 

overflows. | 


Ley Oe eer 


ee ee me 


ee ee ® 


Mr. Taylor and Mr. Anderson recommended: 


+ ew 


(a) That the Region of Peel in consultation with the City of 
Mississauga staff retain the services of a qualified Consulting 
Engineering firm to review the present storm outfalls and 
sanitary sewer outflows at Elmwood, Cumberland and Helene | 
Streets, and recommend changes, prepare designs, cost estimates ' ) 
and propose an equitable cost sharing formula for the works 
necessary to prevent the deterimental effect of storms and high ) 
lake water levels on the respective sewers. 


(b) That the Region of Peel retain the services of the same 
Consultant to review the sanitary overflow at the Cooksville 
Creek and recommend changes to similarly protect this facility. 


(c) That the cost of the joint portion of this study be financed on 
a 50/50 basis by the Region of Peel and the City of 
Mississauga, the balance to be at the expense of the Region. 


= 
A 


G.03.01 
See Recommendation #30 (Councillor Marland) 
ADOPTED 


~~ -_-2s ——=- ——_ “= ow at — = 


Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public works Committee 
as of July 6, 1983. 


It was moved by Councillor Skjarum that the Summary of Unfinished 
Business be received for information 


eee _ 


A.03.04.06 
See Recommendation #31 (Councillor Skjarum) 
RECEIVED 


—— eee ree ee ee 






RECOMMENDATIONS: As per Report No. 6-83 
ADJOURNMENT : 11:45 a.m. 
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CHRISTINE DODDS, COMMITTEE CO-ORDINATOR ey . 
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July 6, 1983 
FICE HOF Ba 06 


REPORT NO. 6-83 


ne 


TO: The General Committee of the City of Mississauga. 
LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: 


The Public Works Committee presents its sixth report and recommends: 


25-83 a) That the concept for the development of up to 500 houses within 
Phase 1 of Lisgar District, lands north of Britannia Road, west 
of Tenth Line, as presented to the Public works Committee at 
its meeting held on July 6, 1983, and described in @ report ' 


from the Commissioner of Engineering and Works, dated May 16, tial 
1983, be endorsed; 


b) That the Public works Committee consider reports at its next 
meeting: 


(i) from the Commissioner of Engineering and Works on the 
length of time that should be set aside to evaluate this 


"module type" Gevelopment before further developments of 
this nature are considered, and 


(ii) from the City Solicitor, after consultation with Counsel 

for the Developer, on the legal aspects of mutual 
ownership and the responsibilities involved with the 
private roadways within each module. 


_— — =. ae CQ See ew -es — FF =. 


C.04.07 
(38-25-83) 


26-83 That a re-application of aggregate be placed on Mineola Road and 
Indian Road in the Summer of 1983 and the Engineering Department 
continue to review the effectiveness of the special pavement 
treatment with respect to accident statistics and durability. 


F 02 -Ol 
F.06.04.05 
(38-26-83 ) 


27-83 That the letter dated April 12, 1983, from the Ministry of 
Transportation and Communication, regarding the installation of 
parallel noise barriers on the Queen Elizabeth Way, the evaluation of 
which is not expected for some time, be received. 


A.02.03.02.01 
(38-27-83) 
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- 2 = July 6, 1985 


28-83 That the report dated June 3, 1983, from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works on the poor public response to the glass 
recycling programme being conducted by the 


ew 
ee 
ee 

—— 


Mississauga Clean City . 
gn at the Mavis Road Works Yard, be received. ; 
F.05.04.05 ° 
(38-28-83) 


" a ee 


29-83 That the information on the contracts awarded by the City of | 
Mississauga at the Council Meeti 


; 
held on May 24 1983, forwarded to 
the Public works Committee for the information of its citizen 

members, be received. 


30-83 That the following joint recommendation of 
Engineering of the City of Mississauga, be adopted: 


(a) That the Region of Peel, in consultation with the City of | 
Mississauga Staff, retain the services of 


@ qualified 
Consulting Engineering firm to review the present storm 
Outfalls and sani Sewer outflows at Elmwood, Cumberland and 
Helene Streets, and recommend 


changes, prepare designs, cost ) 
estimates and propose an equitable cost sharing formula for the : 
works necessary to prevent the deterimental effect of storms 
and high lake water levels on the respective sewers. 
(b) That the Region of Pee} retain the services of the same . 
Consultant to review the Sanitary overflow at the Cooksville ; 
Creek and recommend changes to Similarly protect this facility. 
(c) That the cost of the Joint portion of this study be financed on 
@ 50/50 basis by the Region of Peel and the City of 
Mississauga, the balance to be at the expense of the Region. 


G.03.01 
(38-30-83) 


So ae mete 


31-83 That the Summary of Unfinished Business re 
Committee as of July 6, 1983, 


A.03.04.06 
(38-31-83) 
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lating to the Public Works 
be received for information. 


— ——— owe 


ON en Manel 





: 
: 





ie - 





